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TFIRST AVENUE HOTEL, 


High Holborn, W.C. 


LONDON. 


Tue Most Convenrent Horr. ror Sonicrrors AND 
Curents Visitrxe Loxpox. Opposite Chancery-lane, 
and a few doors from “ Tube”’’ Station. Close to 
all the Inns of Court and the Law Courts. Offers real 
comfort at very moderate charges. Inclusive terms 
from 12/- per day. GaraGe Frer To Visrrors. 


Telegrams: First Avenue, London. 








Eee RDON HOTELS, LIMITED. 
COUNTY FIRE OFFICE LIMITeD. 


The business of this Office is confined to the United Kingdom. No 
Foreign Risks undertaken. 


Losses promptly settled. 


FIRE INSURANCES granted at current Rates of Premium, for par- 
ticulars of which apply to the Branches and Agencies of the Company, or 
to the Heap Orrice, 50, Recent Strerr, Lonpon, W. 

F, G. REYNOLDS, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
x In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY ‘ 
To see that the Insurance Covenantsinclude a policy covering the risk of 


LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages on Licensed Properties Guaranteed promptly. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 




















ESTABLISHED 1836. 








FUNDS ee Re £ 5,123,000 
INCOME - - - -+- = £678,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - . £ 2,600,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE - 


- £ 19,000,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrruovur Prortrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies ara very moderate, 
| Age | Premium | Age | Premium | Age  Premium| 


| 20 6178%,| 90 | 81.16%] 40 | #2 10%, 








£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


Duration 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. 


Amount of Policy 
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Current Topics. 
The King’s Bench Cause List. 


Tue onty cause list which has reached us before going to press 
is that of the actions entered for trial in the King’s Bench 
Division. These number 442, out of which 153 are for trial by 
special jury and 162 by common jury, while 98 are non-jury 
cases. 


ta b se Two Colonies as to the Title to 
an 

Acrions By one British subject against another for the 
recovery of land are by no means uncommon, but a dispute 
between two British colonies as to the title to a province is com- 
paratively rare. We read, however, that the Victorian Govern- 
ment has decided to obtain a legal opinion as to the title of thé 
State to the Riverina, a territory 31,000 square miles in extent, 
and which it is admitted has been in the actual possession of 
New South Wales ever since 1850, when Victoria was constituted 
a separate colony. The claim of Victoria to the Riverina is 
founded — a dispatch of Her late Majesty Queen V — 
in 1840, directing the Governor of New South Wales i 
then included Victoria) to divide the district of Port Philip 
(now Victoria) from the rest of New South Wales by the whole 
course of the Murrumbidgee River and the Murray River until 
it meets the Eastern boundary of South Australia. We have no 
knowledge of the procedure by which the rights of the two 
colonies are to be ai usted. The question, as in other disputes 
as to the aot to, of real property, seems to be of mixed law 
and fact, and may probably be at some future period discussed 
before the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 


Execution Against a Corporation, 

We rxap that the town hall and urban district council office 
of Clay Cross, near Chesterfield, have been in the BD pemcsany of 
a sheriff's officer acting under an execution obtained against the 
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Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


council by a firm of contractors. A judgment or order for the 


| recovery or body yment of money may be enforced against a 


corporate body by A. fa. or elegit without order, as against a 
person; but enktinnsiinns questions sometimes arise as to 
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whether the real or personal property vested ir a corporation is| Omnibus and Tramear Ticket Lotteries. 


or is not impressed with a definite trust, so as to prevent it from 
being available to satisfy the debts of judgment creditors. The 
Court of Chancery has restrained a judgment creditor of a board 
of guardians from levying execution upon money raised by rates 
pa in the hands of the treasurer of the union, though it would 
seem that the land and other property of the union, with 
the exception of this money, is vested in them absolutely 
for the general benefit of the parishes, without any definite 
application being impressed upon any part of this pro- 
perty beyond its being for the benefit of the parishes and 
subject to their debts and capable of being sold for their debts. 
The Legislature has sometimes interfered for the protection from 
seizure in execution of the property of a corporation, as in the 
case of the Railway Companies Act, 1867, which enacts that 
the engines, tenders, carriages, trucks, machinery, tools, fittings, 
materials, and effects constituting the rolling stock and plant 
used or provided by a company for the purposes of the traffic 
on their railway shall not, after their railway is open for public 
traffic, be liable to be taken in execution at law or in equity at 
any time after the passing of the Act. But the necessity for 
this enactment is a strong argument that, in the absence of 
express provision, there is nothing to protect corporate property 
from seizure by the sheriff. 


Anarchists and the Law. 


Ir was held, about twenty-five years ago, in the well-known 
case of Reg. v. Most (29 W. R. 858, 7 Q. B. D. 244), that the 
publication in London of a German newspaper containing an 
article exulting in the assassination of the Emperor of Russia, 
and commending it as an example to revolutionists throughout 
the world, was an offence against section 4 of the Offences 

inst the Person Act, 1861, by which, as amended by the 
Penal Servitude Act, 1891, 


** All persons who shall conspire . . to murder any person, whether 
he be a subject to His Majesty or not, and whether he be within the King's 
dominions or not, and whoever chull solicit, encourage, persuade, or 
endeavour to persuade, or shall propose to any person to murder any other 
—. whether he be, &c., or not, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, and 

i to penal servitude for not more than ten and not less than three 
years, Or imprisoned for not more than two years with or without hard 


In addition to the penalties of the above enactment, anarchists 
may become amenable to those of the Seditious Meetings Act, 
1817 (57 Geo. 3, c. 19), and the Unlawful Societies Act, 1799 (39 
Geo. 3, c. 79) (recognized as fully in force by section 32 of the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896); and also, if they deal with 
explosives, to those of the Explosive Substances Act, 188%. The 
Acts of 1817 and 1799 (which for some time bore the joint title 
of the “Corresponding Societies Acts,” and punished offenders 
against them with death) make liable to seven years’ penal 
servitude any member of any society, the members of which 
are requi to take any oath not required by law, or in 
which the names of the members or of any committee are 

secret from the society at large, or in which the 
names of all the members are not entered in a book open to 
the inspection of all members. By section 37 of the Act 
of 1817 any proceedings under either of these Acts may 
be stayed by order of the Attorney-General. The Explosive 
Substances Act, 1883, contains a string of sections directed 
against criminal dealing’ with ‘explosive substances” as 
very comprehensively defined io section 9. By section 6 
of this Act an inquiry may be ordered by the Attorney-General 
on reasonable ground for belief that an offence against the Act 
has been committed, although no particular persons be charged 
with the offence, and, by section 7, the Attorney-General has 
full control over prosecutions. It remains to be stated that the 
Extradition Act, 1870, excludes offences of a political character 
from ite operation, and that the Aliens Act, 1905, s. 1 
(1) (¢) and (4), has cognate exemptions from expulsion orders. 
We cannot, however, imagine any Kaglish court seeing its way 
to holding the attempt to murder by bomb to be an offence of 
a character; and Reg. vy. Most is perhaps an authority 


for holding that incitement by word or writings to give 
effect by murder to anarchical opinions would not be a political 


WE REFERRED shortly last week to the enterprize of certain 
newspapers in “‘ buying” used omnibus and tram tickets, but it 
may be well to discuss in more detail the reasons for the opinion 
we then expressed. The modus operandi is simple: As is well 
known, every such ticket is numbered. Taking advantage of 
this, the newspaper, having ascertained the numbers of tickets 
issued one day, announces on the next day that it will “ buy” 
certain of the tickets for certain sums of moneynamed. A ques. 
tion has been asked in Parliament whether this proceeding is an 
infringement of the law against lotteries. To that question no 
official answer has yet been given; but it is submitted that the 
answer should be in the affirmative. Whether this is the right 
answer or not, it is certainly a very cleverly designed scheme, 
and affords a good example of the ingenious attempts which are 
constantly being made to discover something in the nature of a 
lottery which is not in law a lottery, but which is equall 
attractive to the public. By 42 Geo. 3, c. 119, it is provid 
that no person shall keep any office or place to exercise or expose 
to be drawn, by dice or lots or by numbers or figures, or by any 
other way whatever, any lottery, or shall knowingly suffer any 
such lottery in his house. The question is, what does “lottery” 
mean? This has been considered by the High Court in several 
cases, amongst which may be mentioned Zaylor v. Smetten (11 
K. B. D. 207). There the court adopted the definition given in 
certain dictionaries, that a lottery is ‘‘a distribution of — by 
lot orchance.” In that case the prizes were distributed by pure 
chance; there was no skill of any sort required in the compatition. 
In other cases where skill has proved to have been an important 
element in the winning of a prize the competition has been held 
not to be a lottery. In all such cases, however, some money 
has necessarily passed from the competitor to the person working 
the scheme; either something has had to be purchased (asa 
packet of tea or sweetmeats) which may contain a winning 
number, or money has had to be directly paid for a chance. In 
this omnibus ticket scheme, however, the winner of a prize need 
not even prove that he purchased a copy of the halfpenny 
paper. If he has travelled by ie and kept his 
ticket, and if that ticket bears a winning number, he 
gets a prize. To find out what are the winning numbers 
he can apparently go into a free library and look at the paper. 
The scheme, therefore, differs from others which have gone 
before in an important particular. It is, however, none the less 
‘a distribution of prizes by lot or chance,” and, therefore, we 
submit, a lottery. Of course, the offer to “ buy” the used ticket 
is a mere pretence. The thing ‘“‘ bought” is of no value what- 
ever, and is probably destroyed as soon as acquired. The 
question never seems to have been directly considered whether 
to constitute a lottery it is necessary that the giver of the prizes 
should contemplate profit to himself from the scheme. As far as 
we know, there has not yet been a case before the courts in 
which prizes were — by lot by a philanthropist who looked 
for no gain, either direct or indirect, from the transaction. It is 
true that nothing need pass directly from the ticket prize-winner 
to the newspaper proprietor, but no one can doubt that indirectly 
the proprietor expects to profit largely. We, therefore, do not 
think that his position is as strong in law as he seems to think. 
He seems to be of the same opinion as other persons who have 
given prizes allotted by pure chance in order to attract customers 
and increase the profits of their business. It is, however, @ 
scheme which can hardly be said to be harmful from the point 
of view of the public. No one is likely to ruin himself by 
indulging in penny ’bus rides on the chance of winning a prize. 
None the less, the system causes a nuisance by inducing children 
to surround stopping ’buses and scramble for tickets thrown 
away; and at least in one case this has led to*a fatal accident. 


Limited Companies Doing Business Abroad. 


An atremrr was made in Risdon Iron, &c., Works v. Furness 
(54 W. R. 324; 1906, 1 K. B. 49) to remove the protection of 
limited liability in the case of an English company doing 
business abroad, and, had it succeeded, it would have been 4 
serious matter for English investors. By section 322 of the Civil 
Code of the State of California, each stockholder of a corporation 
is individually and personally liable for such proportion of its 








debts and liabilities as the amount of stock or shares owned by him 
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a 
bears to the whole of the subscribed capital, stock, or shares of the 
corporation ; and any creditor may institute joint or several actions 
inst any of its stockholders for the proportion of his claim 
payable by each; and the’ liability of each stockholder of a 
corporation formed under the laws of any foreign country 
of doing business within the State of California is to be 
the same as the liability of a stockholder of a corporation 
created under the constitution and laws of that State. The 
laintiffs in the present action were a Californian ration, 
and were creditors of a company called ‘‘ Copper King (Limited),”’ 
registered in London under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1898, 
in which the defendant was a shareholder. The objects of 
“ Copper King (Limited) included the acquisition of copper or 
other mines in the United States of America, Australia, and 
elsewhere, with the usual subsidiary general objects. By the 
articles of association the directors were empowered to take such 
steps as might be necessary to comply with any statutory enact- 
ment in any country where the company carried on business. 
The company caused itself to be registered in the State of 
California and carried on business there, and it was contended 
that the defendant, as a shareholder, had become liable, under 
the provisions of the Californian Civil Code, to an action at the 
suit of the plaintiffs. If the contention had succeeded, the position 
of English shareholders in limited companies carrying ‘on busi- 
ness abroad would have been gravely imperilled. But it has 
been held by the Court of Appeal that the limitation of liability 
is fundamental to the constitution of companies registered as 
limited under our Companies Acts; and that if a shareholder is 
to become individually liable, there must be something in the 
nature of assent by him to such liability. The defendant might 
be liable, observed C tins, M.R., if he were shewn to have in 
fact assented to the c»mpany carrying on business in California 
upon the terms that he should incur personal liability in 
accordance with the law of that State. It was held, indeed, in 
Bank of Australia v. Nias (16 Q. B. 717) that where a company 
had obtained from a colonial legislature a ial Act for its 
benefit, and that Act imposed personal liability on the share- 
holders, a judgment obtained against a shareholder in the 
colony could be enforced in this country. In the present case this 
result has been referred to the special constitution of the company 
in Nias’ Case. ‘‘ Being a siasiek of a company so constituted,” 
said the Master of the Rolls, ‘‘of course he could not avoid 
being responsible, and he was held to be made liable in terms to 
which he had expressly consented.” But the Court of Appeal 
declined to draw the same conclusion from the mere fact of the 
company being registered and doing business abroad. This is 
not sufficient to shew that the English shareholder has authorized 
the company to pledge his credit and make him personally 
liable under the foreign law. 


False Statement in Notice of Marriage to 
Superintendent Registrar. 


In THE case of Raymond y. Raymond, recently decided by Mr. 
Justice Bancrave Dganz, an attempt was made, under rather 
neon circumstances, to challenge the validity of a marriage. 
the suit was a petition by the wife for restitution of conjugal 
rights. It appeared that she had for twenty-two years before 
the marriage lived under the name of Howarp, describing 
herself as a widow for the sake of her daughter. She had been 
introduced to her husband as “‘ Mrs. Howarp, widow,” and she 
admitted that she had led him to believe that she was in fact a 
widow. It was submitted, on behalf of the husband, that the 
marriage which had taken place before the registrar under the 
Marriage Act, 1836, was invalid, having regard to the fact that 
the Act provided that a previous notice should be given to the 
registrar by the persons about to marry, and that such notice 
should be full, giving the names, condition and residence 
of the parties, and that, by section 42, if persons know- 
ingly and wilfully intermarried without due notice to 
the registrar or without certificate of notice duly issued, 
the marriage should be null and void. On behalf of the 
lady, it was urged that, as the petitioner gave the name by 
which everybody had koown her for years, the marriage was 
legal The learned judge, in giving judgment, referred to the 
tistinotion between marriage by licence and marriage by banns. 

the latter case, the proper names must be pu 


any one of the public might shew cause why the two 
should not be week Tt was necessary that this oniliesion 
should not be wanting in precision. With to the licence 
there was no such publication ; the court had only to be satisfied 
whether the two individuals who had actually married had 
obtained the licence and were the subject of that licence. “ Due 
notice to the registrar’ did not imply that accuracy in the name 
and description of the parties was essential. It meant that 
notice should be given at such a time as to enable that official to 
be present at the ceremony. In this case the respondent intended 
to marry the woman who passed under the description of ‘‘ Mrs. 
Howanrb, widow,” and it was not suggested that he would not have 
married her if he had known the truth. This decision ap 

to be in accordance with the authorities; and so far as 
Holmes v. Simmons (L. R. 1 P. & M. 523) Lord Pszyzance 
observed that the Act seemed to have intended to institute a 
system of giving notice to the registrar, with the penalty of 
perjury for giving a false notice, but not to make the i 
void. Apart from the statute, it could scarcely be contended 
that the marriage could be avoided on the ground of fraudulent 
concealment. 


The Benefit of Marine Policies. 


As A general rule, a person who insures property insures on 
his own account only, and another person who may suffer from 
the happening of the risk insured against has no claim to the 
benefit of the insurance. In Boston Fruit Co. v British and 
Foreign Marine Insurance Co. (Times, 22nd ult.), the House of 
Lords, affirming the decision of the Court of Appeal (53 W. R. 
420; 1905, 1 K. B. 637), have refused to vary this rule in the 
case of a marine policy of insurance. The appellants were the 
charterers of the steamship Barnstaple under a charter-party 
which bound the owners to maintain the ship and her machinery 
in proper working order, but required the charterers to pay 
the wages of the captain and the crew, and also to pay for stores 
and coals. The owners were bound, by one of the clauses of 
the charter-party, to pay for the insurance on the vessel. They 
accordingly took out a time policy on the hull and machinery, 
with collision and other clauses attached, and the policy, which 
was taken in the usual way in the name of the brokers, 
purported to be effected as well in the brokers’ names as 
‘‘for and in the names of all and every other — or 
persons to whom the subject-matter of this policy does, may, 
or shall appertain in part or in all.” The Barnstaple came 
into collision with another vessel and sank her. The loss 
was held to be due to the negligence of the master and 
crew of Zhe Barnstaple, and after aggre litigation in the 
American courts, it was held that Zhe Barnstaple was liable, and 
that, as between the owners and the charterers, the damages 
must be paid by the charterers. The charterers paid, and 
thereupon claimed the benefit of the owners’ insurance, a benefit 
to which under the circumstances they a not unreasonably 
expect to be entitled. It has been held, however, that the 
insurance clause in the charter-party imposed no duty upon 
the owners to insure for the joint benefit of themselves and the 
charterers, and that the circumstances shewed no actual intention 
on the part of the owners to include the charterers in the 
insurance. Notwithstanding the express condition that the 
owners were to pay for insurance, it imposed no obligation that 
the charterers could enforce. “The meaning,” said Lord 
Macyacutsy, “ must be simply this—that if the owners choose 
to insure they must pay the premiums without recourse to the 
charterers. The owners are not to trouble themselves about the 
charterers at all. The insurance contemplated, if effected, is no 
concern of the charterers.” It will be noticed that the charter- 
party, contrary to the usual practice, threw the w of the 
captain and crew upon the charterers, and probably it was this 
circumstance that made the charterers liable for their conduct. 
In any case it behoves charterers, as much as owners, to see 
that they are properly covered by insurance. 


Estates Tail and the Forfeiture Act, 1870. 


THe POWER to convert an estate tail into an estate ia fee seems 
now to be so inherent in the nature of the lesser estate that it 
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Kexewicu, J.,in Re Gaskell and Walters’ Contract (54 W. R. 
327; 1906, 1 Ch. 440) shews that this is the result where the 
estate tail of a convict vests in an administrator appointed under 
the Forfeiture Act, 1870. Section 10 enacts that upon such 
appointment all the real and personal property to which the 
convict was at the time of his conviction entitled shall vest in 
the administrator for all the estate and interest of the 
convict therein; and, by section 12, the administrator 
has “absolute power to let, mortgage, sell, convey, and 
transfer any part of such property.” In the hands of the 
tenant in tail his estate tail is as good as the fee, for he can at 
any moment turn it into an estate in fee, and primd facie it 
might be supposed that the administrator would have similar 
power. But really the only interest which the tenant in tail 
can pass to a purchaser in virtue of his estate, considered as 
roperty, is a base fee liable to be determined after his death 
y the entry of the issue in tail, and since this is all that vests 
in the administrator under section 10 of the Act of 1870, it is 
all that he can dispose of under section 12. The power to 
enlarge the estate tail into an estate in fee is a statutory 
wer arising under section 15 of the Fines and 
weries Act, 1833, which does not pass to the administrator. 
This, which was the decision of Kexewicu, J., in Re 
Gaskell and Walters’ Contract, corresponds to the view of the 
Act taken in Re Starkie (3 My. & K. 247) and Sturgis v. Morse 
(2 De G. F. & J. 223); and it is confirmed by the circumstance 
that section 56 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, by sub-section 1, 
enables the trustee in bankruptcy to sell the property of the 
bankrupt, and, by sub-section 5, authorizes him to “deal with 
any property to which the bankrupt is beneficially entitled as 
tenant in tail in the same manner as the bankrupt might have 
dealt with it.” If the general power to sell the bankrupt’s 
property included power to dispose of his estates in tail as though 
they were estates in fee, the express provision of sub-section 5 
would have been unnecessary. As Turvzr, L J., pointed out in 
Sturgis v. Morse, express provision is required to enable a 
statutory assignee of a man’s property to deal with his estates 
tail. ‘‘The very nature of the estates,” he observed, “‘ would 
seem to be sufficient to exempt them from the operation of such 
laws unless expressly subjected to them.” In Re Gaskell and 
Walters’ Contract, accordingly, it was held that the administrator 
of a person convicted of felony could not dispose of the fee of an 
estate of which the convict was tenant im tail. 


Conflict of Laws. 


A cvuRiovs question as to private international law has arisen 
in the French courts. In June, 1863, a well-known advocate at 
Marseilles married a cousin, and there were two children of the 

i The marriage was an unhappy one, and the Court of 
Aix in 1867 pronounced a decree of judicial separation. The 
husband e the acquaintance of a young lady whom he was 
anxious to marry, and took the opinion of several members of 
the bar at Paris upon the question whether, after having been 
naturalized in Germany, where the judicial separation had the 
same effect as a divorce, he could contract a marriage which 
would be valid in France, although a divorce could not then be 
obtained in the French courts. The opinion was to the effect 
that such a marriage would be lawful, though it was difficult to 
speak positively in the absence of precedent. The husband then 
became erat Fee) as a subject of Germany, and contracted his 
second marriage in that country in 1873. He returned to France, 
where a ee pane was born of the second marriage. When this 
daughter arrived at the age of nineteen, her father came to 
the conclusion, having regard to the fact that divorce had been 
introduced into France since 1884, that it would be prudent 
for him to convert the judgment for a judicial separation 
into one for a divorce, and again to go through the form of 
marriage with his second wife. A decree for divorce was 
accordingly obtained in 1892 in the local French court, and in 
1896 he went through the form of marriage with his second 
wife at Lille. Some years later he died, leaving two sons by 
the first marriage (who renounced all rights to his estate) and the 
daughter by the second marriage, The daughter, thinking that 
this second marriage which her father had contracted in France 
might raise doubts as to her legitimacy and lead to claims u 
his estate, appealed to the First Cham 











Seine for a declaration that this second marriage was invalid, 
The counsel on her behalf argued that, inasmuch as the German 
marriage was a valid one, the subsequent marriage in Frangg 
was wholly void. The argument on behalf of the State was that 
the naturalization of the father had no effect on the domicil of 
his first wife, and that the first marriage, according to French 
law, remained undissolved. The point was considered as one 
of difficulty, and the court reserved its judgment, which will be 
read with some interest. 


Fraudulent Claims under Life Policies. 


AN INSURANCE office, as is well known, enters into a contract 
of life assurance in the faith that all circumstances material to 
be known in order to a proper estimate of the risk have been 
disclosed. The company is, therefore, apart from the medical 
examination, dependent on the information furnished by the 

rson seeking to effect the assurance. Sir Jonn Hoxwams in 

is ‘‘ Jottings of an Old Solicitor,” after observing that fraudu- 
lent claims under life policies are by no means uncommon, 
tells us that many years ago he obtained possession of a letter, 
written to an agent in the country of a well-known insurance 
company, which was to the following effect: ‘I see you 
have been appointed agent to a London insurance company, 
Poor —— is in a very bad way and cannot last long. I do not 
know what is to become of his wife and children. Now, you 
and I might do an act of great kindness by obtaining a policy 
on his life. I will pay half the premium if you will pay 
the other half.” Sir Jon Hottams observes that this 
benevolent person does not appear to have realized that 
he was proposing a fraud on the insurance company. This 
was probably the fact; the case reminds us of the hero 
in a French novel who resolves to restore the fortunes of 
his family by insuring his life to a large amount and imme- 
diately afterwards contriving, when upon a mountain excursion, 
to slip down a precipice. A lawyer will often find in his 
experience that those who are wholly unfamiliar with the law are 
eager to insist upon the letter of their contracts and unwilling to 
admit that they are under any liability which has not been 
made the subject of express stipulation. 


The Public Rights of Way Bill. 


Tae Bit to amend the Law Relating to Public Rights of 
Way, brought in by Mr. Pautron,and supported by Lord Roszrr 
Cxcrz and others, consists of four clauses. By clause 2, where 
any way upon or over any land or water has been actually 
enjoyed by the — without interruption for the full period of 
thirty years, such way shall be deemed conclusively to be a public 
highway unless it shall appear that the same was enjoyed by 
some consent or agreement expressly given or made for that pur- 
pose in writing. This provision, which corresponds with the 
existing Scottish law, enables a public right of way to be estab- 
lished by thirty years’ possession by members of the public, instead 
of forty years, the period now fixed by the Prescription Act. By 
clause 3, such period of thirty years is to be the period immedi- 
ately preceding the institution of the suit asserting the claim to 
such way, or immediately preceding such other time as the court 
may think just, having regard to the circumstances of the case, 
po 4 the user by the public is to be deemed to be continuous un- 
less it has been lawfully interrupted for such time as the court 
may deem sufficient to create a reasonable inference that the 

ublic acquiesced in such interruption. This clause amends the 

rescription Act so far as it enacts that the period of enjoyment 
shall be deemed to be that next before action, ani that nothing 
is to be deemed to be an interruption unless acquiesced in for 
one year. With regard to the discretion which it is proposed 
shall be vested in the court, we do not know whether by the term 
“court” is meant the judge presiding at the trial or hear- 
ing. If this the proper construction, we are disposed to think 
that there will be much uncertainty in the manner in which this 
discretion will be exercised by different judges. 








It is announced that the following courts will sit until Saturday, the 
pon 16th of June, for the on of the — owing classes of actions: ‘I'wo courts 
for Middlesex 6 (one only on 

of the Tribunal of the nu asd tera 


y) ; one court for Middlesex 
common juries ; one court for commercial actions and/or non: juries. 
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The Disqualification of Electors by 
the Receipt of Relief and Alms. 


Ayone the many projects of legislation awaiting the consideration 
of Parliament during the present Session there are two which 
deal with the same subject; one is entitled the Parliamentary 
Elections (Disqualifiation Removal) Bill, the other the Voting 
Disqualification (Poor Law) Removal Bill. The object of the 
first is to remove the disqualification of electors who in time of 
local distress accept work in the labour yard of a union, the cost 
of which is defrayed out of the poor rate: the object of the 
second is to prevent the disfranchisement of persons receiving 

r law relief in any form. There is at any rate this justifica- 
tion for a Bill dealing with this subject, that this branch of 
election law is in a somewhat anomalous state. 

Extreme poverty has from the earliest times been regarded as a 
proper ground for the disqualification of electors, and the receipt 
of parochial relief or alms has been considered to be evidence of 
such a condition: Warretocks, for instance, in his Notes on 
the King’s Writ, published in 1766, has the following passage : 
“And att this time, in antient cittyes and boroughs, for the most 
part the elections remain popular and free by all the inhabitants, 
except almes men and such like.” Prior to the Reform Act, 1832, 
questions relating to the disqualification of electors on this ground 
were determined by Committees of Parliament. Afterwards, by 
section 36 of the Reform Act, 1832, which gave statutory con- 
firmation to what was at that time considered to be the common 
law, it was enacted that no person should be entitled to be re- 
gistered as a voter who should, within the twelve months previous 
to the last (now the 15th) day of July in the year in which such 
person would otherwise have been registered, have received 
parochial relief or other alms which by the law of Parliament 
then disqualified an elector from voting in the election of 
members to serve in Parliament. Subject to the limitations 
subsequently mentioned, this disquéalification attaches at the 
present time to all Parliamentary electors, 

The disqualification of electors by the receipt of parochial 
relief has, however, been limited by various statutory enact- 
ments. There are some Acts of Parliament which contain pro- 
visions that the acceptance of benefits conferred by them 
not disqualify the recipient from voting ; such Acts, for example, 
as the Vaccination Act, 1867. There are others which have 
been passed expressly for the purpose of preventing the dis- 
qualification of an elector by reason of his having accepted relief 
in some form for himself or for his family ;guch, for example, as 
the Medical Relief Disqualification Removal Act, 1885, and the 
Electoral Disabilities (Military Service) Act, 1900. The Act, 
however, which goes the a length in limiting this dis- 
qualification is the Unemployed Workmen Act which was passed 
last year. The effect of these relieving Acts and provisions is 
no doubt to mitigate the severity which might result from a 
universal application of the rule that the receipt of parochial 
relief under any circumstances during the qualifying period dis- 
qualifies the recipient from voting ; But another effect, which is 
not so satisfactory, is that the principle upon which the dis- 
qualification is founded becomes pam She obliterated, so that 
there ceases to be any reason why the receipt of parochial relief, 
under certain circumstances, should disqualify, while under 
certain other circumstances, which are apparently similar in 
principle, it does not do so. 

A typical example of the circumstances under which a voter 
loses his vote by the receipt of parochial relief is afforded by the 
case of Magarrill v. Overseers of Whitehaven (16 Q. B. D. 242), 
In that case an elector, at a time of great distress in the district, 
was given employment, which was continued for six weeks, in 
the labour yard of a union; he was paid out of parochial funds, 
the amount paid to him being greater than the value of the 
work done by him to the guardians. His name was expunged 
from the register of voters on the ground that he had received 
parochial relief. It is instructive to compare with this case the 
case of an unemployed person under the Unemployed Workmen 
Act, the latest of the exceptions introduced by the Legislature 
to the rule which disqualifies electors who receive hial 
relief. Under that Act the power of providing, or contributing, 
towards providing, temporary work to enable the applicant for 


it to obtain regular work or other means of supporting himeelf 
is conferred upon a body constituted under the Act and 
called the central body ; the funds available for the purposes 
of the Act are made up partly of voluntary contributions 
and partly of contributions made on the demand of the 
central body, in the case of London, by the council of a 
metropolitan borough ; a separate account has to be kept of the 
sums supplied by contributions made by the council of the 
metropolitan boroughs, and only such expenses as the establish- 
ment charges of the central body and the expenses incurred by 
it in aiding the emigration or removal to another area of an 
unemployed person, and in relation to the acquisition of land for 
the pur of the Act can be paid out of that account; the 
cuntral body’ bas no power to make good out of the rate con- 
tribution account of their fuads any loss which may be incurred 
on the actual work provided for an unemployed person under 
the provisions of the Act. It will be seen that an “ unemployed 
person” who is - by the central body, whose establish- 
ment charges and other expenses are payable out of the rates, 
with temporary work performed on land, for the expense of the 
acquisition of which the rates can be made liable, does not 
thereby. become disentitled to véte, whereas an elector who in @ 
time of great distress in the district does six weeks’ work in the 
labour yard of a union at a loss to the guardians becomes 
thereby disfranchised. 

There is, of course, this distinction between the two cases— 
in the case arising under the peg ae Se Workmen Act the 
actual loss upon the work performed by the unemployed person 
cannot be made payable out of the rates, whereas in such cases 
as the one cited above it is so payable. The distinction, 
however, becomes a fine one when it is remembered that the 
expenses of the organization by which the unemployed person is 
arrived at, and the cost of the land upon which he performs his 
work, can be made payable out of the rates; the rates can, in 
fact, be made liable for everything connected with the work 
done except the actual loss upon it. It is not easy to contend 
that an unemployed person who has been provided with work 
under the provisions of the Unemployed Workmen Act has not 
in principle received ‘‘ parochial relief” just as truly as a man 
relieved under circumstances similar to those present in the case 
cited above. 

The Parliamentary Elections (Disqualification Removal) Bill, 
now before the House of Commons, sets out in the preamble that 
“ many deserving workmen are in times of distress thrown out 
of employment, and as a consequence are compelled, in order to 
provide for themselves and their families, to accept relief from 
the guardians of the poor in consideration of performing work 
in the labour yard of a union,” and proposes that no person 
who has, either himself or by any member of his family, 
performed work in the labour yard of any union and has 
received relief from the guardians or at the expense of the poor 
rate shall, by reason thereof, be deprived of his right to be 
registered as a voter. The Bill, therefore, meets such a case as 
the one cited above, and at the same time only seeks to prevent 
the disfranchisement of those persons who have received 

hial relief in return for labour done. The Voting Dis- 
qualification (Poor Law) Removal Bill goés much further; _ it 
proposes to repeal section 36 of the Reform Act, 1832, with 
the result that the receipt in any form of parochial relief or 
alms, which by the law of Parliament at the time of the passing 
of the Reform Act disqualified an elector from voting in the 
election of members to serve in Parliament, would, if the Bill 
became law, no longer disqualify a Parliamentary elector from 
being registered. B. K. R. W. 











| Mr. Ellis William Davies, who has been returned w as Liberal 
member for the Evfion Division of Carnarvonshire, is a solicitor at 
Carnarvon. He was admitted in 1899. 


| Private members’ Bills which have not already reached an advanced stage 
have now, says the Parliamen correspondent of the Tlmes, little pect 
of unless taken up by Government and “‘ starred '* as items in 
their Tewtlative programme ; for Fridays, 22ad and 29th of June, are the 
only sittings now “ ear-marked " for private members, and, according to 

the terms of — standing om Bills Pieri sg — those days Loe 
arran on the —— sO as ve @ Measures 

' pr tee ef Thus, the first order on 22nd inst. is the consideration of 
Mr. Agar-Robartes’s Land Tenure Bill, as amended by the Standing 
Committee to which it was referred to after the second reading. 
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A Miscarriage of Justice. 


Tue recent case of Rex v. Murray, &e., heard before the Court 
for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved, is an example of 
a mi i of justice, discreditable to our criminal law, and 
of a kind which fortunately we do not often meet with at the 
present day. 
The indictment against the prisoners charged them with 
breaking into a dwelling-house and stealing therein certain 
jewellery the property of a man named, the owner and occupier 
of the house. It came out in evidence, however, that the jewellery 
was really the property of the man’s wife ; and the acting recorder 
refused to allow the indictment to be amended by substituting 
therein the name of the wife for that of the husband. The 
reason given for this refusal was that the variance in the owner- 
ship of so material a character would unfairly prejudice the 
prisoners, and that it was doubtful whether there was power to 
make it. 
It is really hard to imagine any objection which goes less 
to the real merits of the issue. What difference on earth 
could it make whether the jewellery was the property of the man 
or his wife? That question was one which concerned them 
and them alone. 
or innocence of the prisoners. 
his wife had been living 


question, while 
matter entirely outside the merits as regarded them. 








Reviews. 


Master and Servant. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF MASTER AND SERVANT: INCLUDING 
THEREIN MASTERS AND WORKMEN IN Every DESCRIPTION oF 
TRADE AND OccuPaTION. WITH AN APPENDIX OF STATUTES. By 
CHARLES Maney SmirTH, Barrister-at-Law, formerly one of the 
Masters of the Supreme Court. SixTH Eprrion. By Enngsr 
MANLEY SMITH, Barrister-at-Law. WirH NoTEs ON THE CANADIAN 
Law. By A. C. Forster Boutron, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

The first edition of this work appeared in the year 1852, and the 
learned author is still amongst us, though he has now entrusted the 
editing of his book to the capable hands of his son. The book has 
long , al regarded by the profession as a standard work on a 
subject which concerns almost every person in the kingdom. It may 


ing spectacle of the trial being used to decide the question of the 
disputed ownership, and the jury being charged to consider such 
the prisoners’ fate was made to depend on 


be said to treat chiefly of the common law relationship of master and 


It could in no wise affect the real guilt | servant. It does not profess to examine in detail such special legisla- 
Of course, if the man and | tion as the Factory Acts, the Coal Mines Acts, the Workmen’s Com- 
apart, and there was any pensation Acts, &c. (information upon which must be sought in other 


idence . : : ife’s | Works), but it does contain, in a very valuable appendix of over 300 
— ae a : han Mg omy. | ht aa — pages, the text of these Acts and of all Acts affecting employers and 
See Te Che objection ; i “ oo, bra sien in the least | °™ployed. This edition presents to its readers a new a. in the 

of Gea tial for the and his wife were living together in the addition of copious netes on the law as administered in Canada. 


house when the larceny was committed. 

The Act giving power to amend is 14 & 15 Vict. c. 
100, to which there is instructive preamble. 
that offenders frequently escape conviction by reason of 
technical strictness which may safely be relaxed in many 
instances so as to insure the punishment of the guilty 
without Sees the accused of any just means of 
defence ; that a failure of justice often takes place by 
reason of variances between the statement in the indictment 
and the proof of names, dates, matters and circumstances not 
material to the merits of the case, and by the misstatement 
whereof the accused cannot have been prejudiced in his defence. 
This preamble might, it would seem, have been drawn in view of 
the case in question. The Act goes on to give powers of 
amendment in certain cases—amongst other variances, in the 
mame or description of any person stated in the indictment to 
be the owner of any property, or alleged to be injured or 

by the commission of the offence, where the court 

i the variance not material to the merits of the case. It 

is hard, therefore, to see how the deputy recorder could have 

arrived at his opinion, or to imagine any case more suitable for 
the exercise of the powers given by the Act. 

A case was stated, and the court was asked to sa 
whether the was rightly laid in the husband. 
The court that it was not rightly so laid, and taat, 
therefore, the conviction should be quashed, but they expressed 
ay opinion that the indictment should have been 
ples I there has been a distinct miscarriage of 
justice. 


Unfortunately no counsel appeared to argue the case 
on either side. It is quite possible that if the question had 
been thoroughly threshed out the conviction would have been 
allowed to Before the Married Women’s Property Acts 
the indictment would have been bad if the wife’s name been 
inserted as the owner, as in law the goods would have been the 
property of the husband. ‘Those Acts have made a difference in 
the absolute ownership ; but for the purposes of an indictment 
it is submitted there was sufficient ownership in the husband to 
support the indictment. The goods were in his house, under 
his , and, in a sense, in his possession. It is well-established 
if property is stolen from a bailee it may be described 
an indictment as the property either of the bailor or the 
bailee. It seems to require very little extension of this principle 
to make it apply to the goods of a wife in her husband’s house. 
If im this case the husband had not admitted that the jewellery 

as his wife's property, while she claimed it, it is doubtful 
would have happened. We might have had the unedify- 


ne 


It recites | and should have considerable weight with our judges. 


These notes not only render the book more valuable to the Canadian 
lawyer, but supply illustrations and decisions which, if not binding 
on the English courts, are often extremely useful to English lawyers 
It is a most 
useful and well-written work, and includes all the most recent decisions 
coming within its scope. 





Land Purchase in Ireland. 


Tae Law RELATING TO LAND PURCHASE IN IRELAND: BEING THE 
IrntsH Lanp Acts, 1903 AND 1904, TOGETHER WITH THE RULES AND 
ForMs RELATING TO LanD PURCHASE IN IRELAND. WITH AN 
INTRODUCTION, NOTES OF DECISIONS, AND APPENDICES OF TABLES, 
STATUTES, AND Forms. Edited by R. A. Waker, LL.D., 
Solicitor, assisted by E. C. Farran, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Hodges, Figgis, & Co. (Limited). 
This book deals with the Irish Land Acts, 1903 and 1904, which relate 
solely to the purchase of land by tenants or by the Irish Land Cowmis- 
sion with a view to a resale to tenants or persons whom it is desirable 
to treat as tenants. As these sales will generally be carried out by Irish 
solicitors or agents, the work will naturally be of less importance to 
the English than to the Irish practitioner. The basis of the work is 
@ reprint of the Acts, with notes, and of the rules, which are well 
> to date, as the Lord Lieutenant’s regulations of the 13th of 
ebruary, 1906, are iocluded. Useful extracts are given from various 
Acts which have a bearing on the subject-matter, such as the Ground 
Game Act, the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and the Settled Land Acts, 
and a list is given of a considerable number of the securities in which 
the purchase-money may be invested, and some extracts are given 
from the April, 1905, Report of the Estates Commissioners which 
materially assist to elucidate the procedure of the commissioners. 
It is clear that the work has been a considerable time in prepara- 
tion; the introduction states that it was written as long ago as 
December, 1904, and there are no less than ten pages of addenda, 
whch, however, could with great advantage, and with very little 
additional trouble, have been incorporated in the text, as a reference 
to the addends is in every case given in the text. This is not a plan 
which we should like to see imitated; the object of keeping a work 
iu proof until completion is to enable additions or alterations to be 
worked into the text, and not merely to enable refgrences to addenda 
to be inserted. 
It is to be regretted that the introduction deals only with procedure 
in the case of sales direct to the tenant, omitting that relating to 
sales to the Land Commission, which it now ap are likely to be 
much more frequent than they were when the introduction was 
written, 
As regar(ls the notes to the Acts, which form the most valuable 
portion of the work, it may be said that, as a whole, they are 
superior to, and far more elaborate than, those usually added to 
statutes of « very recent date, and deal with most of the difficulties 
which will be met with in the course of a sale. All the important 
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tions arising under the Act, such as the who can be dealt 
pre as owner, the bonus, sporting rights, et ger ls tion of superior 
interests are carefully considered, and it may be generally that 
the notes throw a great deal of light on the necessarily intricate 

isions of an Act which is intended to create peasant proprietor- 
ship throughout the whole of Ireland. 





Overseers. 


Taz OveERSEERS’ HanpBook: Fork THE USE OF OVERSEERS, 
AssISTANT OVERSEERS, COLLECTORS OF PooR RATES, VESTRY 
QOLERKS, AND OTHER ParisH OFFICERS. TOGETHER WITH A 
CALENDAR OF OVERSEERS’ DUTIES. By WitiiAmM W. MACKENZIE, 
M.A., and Henry J. Comyns, Barristers-at-Law. SrIxTH EDITION. 
Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. 


Few public officials have more important duties cast upon them by 
law than overseers and their assistants; and their duties often present 
problems of exceptional complexity and difficulty. To such 
officials who desire to perform their duties satisfactorily, and to 
acquire a proper knowledge of those duties, we recommend the study 

this book. While not going into such subjects as the principles of 
rating with the minuteness required by the lawyer, the book is a 
wonderfully complete statement of the law so far as it concerns the 
individuals for whose benefit it exists. It is well written and 
thoroughly reliable, and the fact that it has now reached its sixth 
edition shews that it has already met with much appreciation. 





Books of the Week. 


The Law Relating to Public Health and Local Government. 
Thirteenth Edition. By ALEX. GLEN, K.C., M.A., LL.M, (Cantab.), 
A, F. Jenxry, and RanpotpH A. Grey, M.A., LL.B. (Canta 
Barristers-at-Law. Two Vols. Part I.: Summary of Local Govern- 
ment Legislation. Part II.: The Public Health Act, 1875. Charles 
Knight & Co. (Limited). 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL », PONTYPRIDD URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
No. 2. 23rd May. 


Exxctric Ligutrse—Lanp Acqurrep For Particvtar Purpose—Parr 
Nor Requirep rok THAT Purpose - APPLICATION TO ANOTHER PERMANENT 
Purrose—Insunction—Exectric Ligutinc Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. 
c. 56), 8. 1O—Exexcrric Licutixe (Ciauses) Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr. 
c. 19), ScxepuLE, causes 2, 8. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Farwell, J. (reported 54 W. R. 
61; 1905, 2 Ch. 441). The action was brought by the Attorney-General 
at the relation of the trustees of the Llanover estates in Wales, the relators 
being also co-plaintiffs, to restrain the defendant council from erecting a 
refuse destructor on a piece of land at Pontypridd purchased by the council 
from the trustees in the following circumstances: The council were the 


local authority for the urban district of Pontypridd, and in the year 1901. 


they obtained from the Board of Trade a provisional order under the 
provisions of the Electric Lighting Acts, 1883 and 1888, for supplying 
electric light to the urban district of Pontypridd. This er was 
confirmed by the Electric Lighting Orders Confirmation (No. 6) Act, 1901, 


and by the order the provisions contained in the schedule to the Electric | ©¢ 


Lighting (Clauses) Act, 1899, were incorporated with the order, and the 
council were constituted the ‘‘ undertakers ’’ for the purposes of the order 
within the meaning of the Act, and the order also defined the area of 
supply. In 7 ye tg 1902, the council, under the powers conferred on 
them by the said order and to enable them to carry the same into effect 
purchased—-not pigs nope but by agreement—from the relators, at the 
price of £1,125, a Dogs of land at Pontypridd, containing about 1} acre, 
and here part of the Llanover estates, for the purpose of erecting thereon 
an electric mounting station, and the same was conveyed to the council in 
December, 1902. t the time the council purchased the land they 
intended, under the advice of their electri engineer, to adopt a 
combined scheme for | perme | electrical energy by means of Feat 
derived from a refuse destructor to be erected in connection with their 
erating station, but this intention was not communicated to the relators. 

n am 1903, the council applied to the Local Government Board for 

permission to use a portion of the land purchased from the relators, for the 
purpose of erecting a refuse destructor, but were informed that the board 
Were not empowered to sanction the use of the land for a purpose other than 
that for which it was acquired; the board, however, s ted that the 
difficulty might be overcome by a sale to and repurchase the relators 
of the ion of the land on which it was proposed that the destructor 
should be erected. In August, 1903, the council, acting on the suggestion 
of the board, applied to the relators to accept a conveyance of the portion 
of the land on which it was proposed to erect the destructor and then 
reconvey the same to the council, but the relators declined to entertain the 
application, Thereupon the council, in December, 1903, in order to get 








faith, in consideration of £250, conveyed 


over the difficulty, and in 
destructor 


the portion of land on wi it was 

Mr. Davies, and took a reconveyance thereof 
the like sum of £250. No money in fact 
reconveyance, but the £250 was the full value 
goede, and th Oe seen SF aa 
ectric ag mp hemes and debited to their account 
authority. In January, 1004, the council commenced to erect 
destructor on the ion of reconveyed to them as 
Davies, and in April, 1904, this action was commenced to 
injunction as above stated. F . 
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under their order, and he accordingly inj to 
restrain the atest council from so % council appealed. 
Tue Court (Cottums, M.R., and Romer and Cozexs-Harpy, L.JJ.) dis- 


missed the » 

Corts, M.R.—This case raises two questions for 
which is one of fact, is under what powers did 
acquire the piece of land in jon? In 
statutory powers were the defendant council 
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the site of this dust destructor? This - 
mined from the council’s correspondence with the Local Government 
Board and the other documents that have been put in evidence. Farwell, 


J., has found . fact Ticbiing Acts ond ui 
ferred by the Electric Li 

sulin tape. The second question is this: 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, do those 
council the right to build and use the dust destructor 
land so acquired? If they do, it can only 
“necessary and incidental to the supply of 
n or incidental to this object, then its 

the statutory — bape J., has = to th 
not necessary or inciden' e purposes 
construction was undertaken alio intwitu—viz., for 
rid of the dust a Oe eee ee lish 
not as a necessary adjun e purpose 

consequently that it is ultrd vires the powers of the council. 
clearly of opinion that from the very first the object of 
was to acquire this land for electric lighting purposes. 
thus acquired this land for electric lighting —— the 
council derive their powers and authority under Electric 
Acts; their only powers are statutory powers. The E r 
Act, 1882, s. 10, provides that the “‘undertakers"’—in this 
defendant council—‘‘ may, subject to and in accordance with P 
visions of this Act, . aud for the of supplying electricity, 
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things as may be nece such 
Lighting (Clauses) Act, 1889, by its schedule contains 
as to the acquiring of land for electric ligh' 
of law the defendant council can only justify 
land and the erection of this destructor upon i 
bought it for ped gm of electric lighting and for 


been under a statutory obligation to remove and di of this dust 

refuse. Looking at the question from an ordinary common-sense point of 
view, no one would think of dust as fuel or go to the expense of erecting 
Meco eae ectricity There is evidence to support any such con 
neration 0: . no - 
ars On this view of the case it is not necessary to consider the 
numerous authorities which have been cited and criticized in the course of 
the argument. In my opinion the decision of Farwell, J., was quite 

both on the facts the law, and the appeal consequently fails and must 


dismissed. : 
Romer and Cozens-Harpr, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counset, Danekwerts, K.C., and R. J. Perker > Uj peda, K.C., and 
Hornell. Sotrcrrors, Sharpe, Parker, Pritehards, Barham, § Lawford, for 
J. C. Jones, Pontypridd ; Freshfelds. 

[Reported by J. I. Srranuve, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


PONSFORD, BAKER, & CO. AND ANOTHER ¢. THE UNION 
LONDON AND SMITHS BANK (LIM.). Buckley, J. 25th May. 
Banxrurrey—Srocxernoxer—Deravir or—Riert ro Repeew Ssecarrus 
Derosrrap to Sacure Apvancrs—Banxavrrey Act, 1883 G6 & 47 
Vier, oc. 52), 8. 4% 


yp eg ne afticlal eae, br the Stook Exchange, 
Dr. Richardson, the 
plaintiffs in the action, claiming delivery of certain stocks 
ment of a sum sufficient to cover the amount owing 
oan account, or in the alternative that such 
might be ordered to be sold forthwith, plaintiffs, M 
r, & Co,, were a firm of stockbrokers carrying on business in 
of London, On the 26th of April, 1906, there stood to 
loan account with the Union of ‘Landon and Smiths n 
aum of £10,500, which had been advanced by the bank on the 
certain stocks and shaves, There was also a Balance to the credit of 
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current account of over £1,000. On the 27th of April, 1906, the plaintiffs 
were declared defaulters on the Stock Exchange, and it became the duty 
of Dr. Richardson, as official assignee, to collect the assets of the plaintiffs’ 
firm. With reference to the loan account, certain securities had been 
delivered by the bank to various brokers against payment of £6,821 17s. 6d., 
thus reducing the amount due to the bank to £3,678 2s. 6d. On the 
15th of May, 1906, the plaintiffs tendered to the bank the said 
sum of £3,678 2s. 6d., together with interest, in payment of the 
balance of the loan account, with a request to deliver over the 
securities still on hand. The bank, however, refused either to 
accept the tender or to handover the securities, on the ground that, 
as.the plaintiffs’ firm had been declared defaulters, and its assets had all 
become vested in the official assignee, there was an act of bankruptcy of 
which they had notice, and that, having regard to section 49 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1883, they could not safely hand over the securities until three 
months had expired without bankruptcy proceedings being commenced 
against the firm. For the plaintiffs it was urged that even if this were 
an act of bankruptcy the bank could not refuse to hand over the property 
on being paid what was owing to them. Many of the stocks were of a 
highly speculative character, and delay in realization might be very pre- 
judicial. The rule as to interim dealings with notice could not be of 
universal application ; otherwise, a sheriff who had seized a debtor's goods 
in execution cou)d not safely either receive money to pay out the execution 
or hand over to the debtor the balance of the proceeds of sale of the goods. 
This case was covered by authority: Re Lawford § Lawrence, Bx parte The 
Trustee v. Ward (46 Souicrtors’ Journat 588, 50 W. R. 592; 1902, 2 K.B. 
445). The defendants stated that they only wished to be protected in the 
event of bankruptcy proceedings being taken. The bank desired to have 
it made clear that in parting with the property tothe plaintiffs they should 
not be held liable hereafter ; section 49 only protected a dealing when it 
was with a person who had no notice of the act of bankruptcy. 

Bucxktey, J., said the decision of Wright, J., in Re Lawford & Lawrence 
was directly in point, and he should follow it even if he were of a different 
opinion, which was not the case. There must be an order that on pay- 
ment to the defendants of the amount to be agreed due on the security, 
after giving credit for the amount due on the current account, the defend- 
ants should transfer and deliver to the plaintiffs the securities claimed. 
The motion would be treated as the trial of the action, and the defendants 
must pay the costs.—Covnset, Buckmaster, K.0., and Cassel; R. J. Parker. 
Soricrrors, Morley, Shirreff, § Co. ; Hollams, Sons, Coward, § Hawksley. 


{Reported by Epwarp J. M. Caar.ix, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re EHRMANN BROTHERS (LIM.). ALBERT». EHRMANN BROTHERS 
(LIM.). Joyce, J. 29th, 30th, and 3lst May. 
Companxy—Depentvres—RecisTRaATION—EXTENDING Time—WINDING UP— 
Protection or Crepirors—Compantes Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 48), 

ss. 14, 15. 


This was the hearing on further consideration of a debenture-holders’ 
action. In 1900 the company created a series of debentures intended to 
rank pari passu. Some of this series was issued before the Companies Act, 
1900, came into operation, and some after. Those issued after the Act 
were not registered in accordance with section 14 of the Act, which 
requires that all such debentures shall be registered within twenty-one 
days of their creation. In 1903 the company made an application under 
section 15 that the time for registration of these debentures might be 
extended, and by an order of the 24th of July, 1903, the time 
for registration of these debentures was extended until the 14th of 
August, 1903. This order contained the usual proviso that ‘‘ this order is 
to be without prejudice to the rights of parties acquired prior to the time 
when such debentures shall be actually registered.”’ ese debentures 
were accordingly registered before the 14th of August, 1903. On the 18th 
of February, 1904, an order in the action was made directing inquiries as 
to the dates when these debentures were actually registered, and as to 
which of the unsecured creditors of the company at such dates of registra- 
tion still remained unsatisfied. It was also ordered that Gonzalez, Byass, 
& Co. (Limited), unsecured creditors, should have liberty to attend on 
these inquiries. The case now came on for further consideration. For 
the plaintiffs it was contended that the proviso to the order of the 24th of 
July, 1903, only gave rights in the nature of specific charges, and not to un- 
secured creditors, who were not given priority to these debenture-holders : 
Ee T. C. Johnson & Co. (Limited) (46 Sorscrtors’ Jovnnat 498; 1902, 2 Ch. 
101), Re Spiral Globe (Limited) (46 Soxicrrorns’ Jovunar 445; 1902, 1 Ch. 
396), and Re 8. Abrahams & Sons (46 Soxicrrons’ Journar 281; 1902, 1 Ch. 
695). For the unsecured creditors it was urged that the proviso clearly 
disentitled these debenture-holders to take priority over the unsecured 
creditors: Re N. Defries & Co. (Limited), Bowen vy. N. Defries & Co. (Limited) 
(48 Sorscrrous’ Jovunat 51; 1904, 1 Ch. 37), and Re Anglo-Oriental 
Carpet Manufacturing Co. (47 Soxacrrons’ Jovuwat 721; 1903, 1 Ch, 914). 

the amount which these debenture-holders would have received 
if their debentures had been properly registered should be divided rateably 
a them and the snmecnnel creditors whose debts existed prior to the 
dates ion. 


pari passu with the debenture-holders registering under the order the share 
of the assets which such debenture-holders would have taken if thejp 
debentures had been duly registered in accordance with section 14 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, the costs to come out of the fund so divisible 
between these creditors and debenture-holders.—Covnset, Hughes, K.0, 
Gore- Browne, K.C., and E. Ford ; Badeock, K.C., and Ashton Oross ; Younger, 
K.C., and Austen. Sotscrrors, Harris, Chetham, § Cohen ; Tamplin, Tayler, 
& Joseph ; Nordon, De Frece, §& Drury. : 
[Reported by P. Jonn Boxanp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


SHEPHEARD ». BRAY. Warrington, J. 31st May. 


CompaNny—FRavpvuLENt Paosrpecrus—AcrTion By SHAREHOLDER—LAABILITY 
ror ContTRIBUTION—Derata or Drrecrorn—Actio PersonaLis—D1Rxctors’ 
Laanmiry Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 64), s. 3. 


This was an action brought by certain directors of the London and 
Northern Bank (Limited) against their co-directors for a declaration that 
the defendants were liable to contribute to any sums which the plaintiffs, 
or some of them, had paid or were liable to psy, arising out of the action of 
Broome v. Speak (51 W. R. 258 ; 1903, 1 Ch. 586), and numerous other actions 
brought against the omg plaintiffs or some of them, under the provisions 
of the Directors’ Liability Act, 1890. The directors had issued a prospectus 
containing an untrue statement, and in December, 1901, the action of 
Broome v. Speak was commenced by a shareholder for compensation for logs 
sustained. The decision of Buckley, J., that the shareholder was entitled 
to succeed, was affirmed on appeal both by the Court of Appeal and by the 
House of Lords: Shepheard v. Broome (53 W. R.111; 1904, A. C. 342), 
The present action was to recover contribution from the defendants, The 
defendant Bray had died since action brought, and it had been ordered 
that it should be continued against his executors ; the defendants Simpson, 
Butler, and Wade were sued as the executors of Gaunt, and Oswald as the 
executrix of W. W. Oswald. The case was heard on the 14th, 15th, and 
16th of May, and judgment was reserved. 

Warrrnoton, J., said that the plaintiffs’ claim was based on section 5 
of the Directors’ Liability Act, 1890. There was a serious question of 
law raised by the executors of Bray and Gaunt respectively, as to whether 
the cause of action against Bray and Gaunt ceased with their deaths. The 
section provides that a person who has become liable shall be entitled to 
recover contribution “‘ as in cases of contract.’”? The right arises, not from 
any notion of implied contract, but as an equitable right springing from 
the relations of the parties as persons liable for the same debt. ‘The right, 
though existing from the commencement of those relations, cannot be 
asserted by action until one of the parties has met the common obligation: 
see Wolmershausen v. Gullick (1893, 2 Ch. 514) and the cases there cited; 
see also Gerson v. Simpson (51 W. R. 610; 1903, 2 K.B. 197). The right of 
contribution existed from the commencement of the relations giving rise 
to the common obligation—namely, at the time when the shareholder 
incurred loss by reason of the untrue statement in the prospectus. The 

laintiffs were therefore entitled to recover contribution from the estates of 

ray, Gaunt, and Oswald, and from the other defendants.—CovnszL, 
Astbury, K.C., and Felix Cassel ; Danckwerts, K.C., and Kirby ; Gore-Browne, 
K.C., and F. Russell; Gatey. Soxicrrors, Waterhouse § Co.; Helder, 
Roberts, § Co., for Simpson § Co., Leeds. 


{Reported by L. T. Forp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


WESTMINSTER CORPORATION v. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Bray, J. 3rd and 25th May. 


Merrorotis—District Sewer Constructep BY VESTRY WiITa. THE CON- 
SENT Or THE Sewer Commisstoners Drarmsina Hovses Drrecriy rnt0 
tHe Tuames—Norice ny River Conservators To Disconrinugs—Hovses 
Connectep Ur wira Maw Draracr Syerem—Liapitiry—Merropo.itan 
Manacement Act, 1855, s. 135—Amenprna Act, 1853, s. 1. 


Special case stated in an action brought for a declaration that the 
defendants were liable to commence and complete the necessary sewers and 
works for preventing, as far as possible, the sewage of three houses, 
Nos 102, 103, and 104, Grosvenor-road, and of All Saints’ Church, from 
passing into the Thames within the metropolis, and also to recover £627 4s, 
as money paid by the plaintiffs for and at the request of the defendants. 
The plaintiffs alleged that the defendants were liable by section 135 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855, or A section 1 of the amending Act of 
1858. Previous to the passing of the Act of 1855 two bodies, the 
Commissioners of Sewers of the City of London and the Metropolitan 
Commissioners of Sewers, had constructed certain main sewers, the 
sewage from many of which passed directly into the Thames. The 
Metropolitan Board of Works was created by section 135 of the Act of 
1855, and by the same section the main sewers before mentioned were 
vested in them. ‘The section then went on to enact that “The board 
shall make such sewers and works as they may thik necessary for pre- 
venting all or any part of the sewage withia the metropolis from flowing 
or passing into the River Thames in or near the metropolis.’ At the time 





Jorcr, J., in giving a considered judgment, said that this was a 
of the meaning of the proviso in the order extending the | 

ime for tration. It was clear from Le Anglo-Oriental Manufae- 
turing Co. that such a proviso debarred the debenture-holder from | 
taking priority over persons who were unsecured creditors before 
the nn and it was impossible to differ from the judgment | 
of Buckley, J., in that case. The fact that a winding up had occurred | 


‘ore an in that case made no difference. The creditors 
whose debts had been incurred before the date of registration take 


of the passing of the Act the sewage from these houses was carried 
directly into the Thames by a drain made by the consent of the com- 
missioners of sewers, and the contention of the Westminster City Council 
was that the Metropolitan Board of Works should have constructed a main 
or intercepting sewer to take this sewage, and as they did not do so, but 
carried their intercepting sewer along Lupus street instead of along 
Grosvenor-road, the county council as their successors were liable to 
construct such a sewer as would prevent this sewage flowing into the 
Thames within the metropolitan area. The Conreryators of the Thames 
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having given notice requiring the Westminster City Council within three 


to discontinue the passage of sewage into the Thames, they, with 
consent of the defendants, forthwith constructed the necessary sewer 
to comply with this notice, the question of cost and liability remaining 
over pending the trial of this action. The defendants denied liability to 
ide this means of carrying the drainage of these premises into one of 
e City of Westminster sewers communicating with the metropolitan main 
system or otherwise into that system, and alternatively they 
that under the sections referred to they had a discretion given 

them. Our. adv. vult. 
Baay, J-, held that, as it was for the vestries and district boards under 
section 69 to make the necessary sewers for effectually draining their 
ishes and districts, the Metropolitan Board of Works was not bound to 
C a main sewer so as to intercept the drain of every house that drained 
into the Thames. The effect of holding otherwise would be to 
oblige the board to construct many sewers which would be properly dis- 
trict sewers, and not main sewers, and sufficient in number and extent 
to take the sewage of every house that at the time drained into the 
Thames. He was satisfied that was not the intention of the Legislature, 
and the words of the section did not compel him to adopt such a construction. 
It followed, therefore, that the defendants as the successors of the Metro- 
tan Board of Works were not liable, and judgment would accordingly 
entered for them in the action with costs.—CounseL, Maemorran, K.C., 
and Colam ; English Harrison, K.C., and Daldy. Soxscrrors, Allen § Son ; 

W. A. Blaxland. 


[Reported by Erxsxine Rem, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


THE KING ». MURRAY AND OTHERS. C.C.R. 26th May. 


Canavan Law—Invictmwent—FeEtontovsty BREAKING AND ENTERING 
DweLiinc-HovusE AND SreaLinc THEREFROM JEWELLERY, THE PROPERTY OF 
vue ProsecuToR—EVIDENCE AT TRIAL THAT JEWELLERY WAS THE SEPARATE 
Property or Prosecvror’s WireE—Leave To AMEND THIS Count Rervsep 
—Qvestion WnetHeR THE Property was Ricatty Lar ry tue Inpicr- 
MENT IN THE Hvspanp—JvrisnicTion or JupGr to AmMEND—CRIMINAL 
Procepvre Act, 1881, s. 1. 


Oase stated by the Deputy Recorder of Carlisle on the trial of Joseph 
Murray and four other prisoners for felony, to which they pleaded ‘‘ Not 
guilty.” The indictment contained two counts. The first count charged 
the prisoners with feloniously breaking and entering the dwelling-house 
of one Isaac Huntington and therein feloniously stealing two rings and 
one gold necklet, together of the value of £4, of the goods and chattels 
of the said Isaac Huntington. The second count charged the prisoners 
with feloniously receiving the same. The evidenceat the trial shewed that 
the dwelling-house belonged to the husband, but that the stolen jewellery 
telonged to his wife, and was her separate property, she having been 
married after the passing of the Married Women’s erty Act, 1882. On 
this evidence the deputy recorder invited counsel for the Crown to explain 
how the charge could be sustained, as it seemed to him that according to 
Ramsay v. Margrett (1894, 2 Q. B. 18) the property of the wife attached 
the possession so at to preclude any right which would justify the pro- 
perty being laid in the husband. In reply it was argued that the above 
authority was an authority only in civil not to criminal proceedings, and 
that for the purposes of the latter the husband from whose house the 
goods were taken had ipso facto such possession or custody thereof as 
made the goods his goods as inst a thief or felonious receiver. The 
deputy recorder thereupon allowed the trial to p At the close of 
the evidence counsel for the Crown for the first time’applied for leave to 
amend the indictment under 14 & 15 Vict. c. 100, s. 1, by substituting 
the wife in place of the husband as owner of the . The deputy 
recorder refused, on the ground that even if he had jurisdiction to allow 
this amendment it would prejudice the prisoners, who were not defended 
by counsel, in their defence. The deputy recorder in summing up 
explained to the jury that there was little, if any, evidence against the 
prisoners on the first count, but they returned a general verdict of guilty 
against the prisoners. ‘The prisoners were then sentenced to various 
terms of imprisonment varying from three to twelve months, and this case 
stated for the opinion of the court on the question whether the property 
was rightly laid by the indictment in the husband, No counsel were 
briefed on either side to argue the question of law reserved by the deputy 
recorder. Master Mellor having read the case, 

Lord Atvexstonr, O.J., said that there being in this case no evidence 
that there was any right of property in the jewellery in the prosecutor, and 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, placing the wite in respect of 
her separate property in the position of a stranger in her husband’s 
house, the question they had to decide was whether the mere fact that the 
property at the time it was stolen was on the premises of the prosecutor— 
n the absence of any evidence of bailment or the like—gave him such a 
title in the custody or possession of the goods as enabled him to prosecute. 
He came to the conclusion that it did not. He thought that it was 
hot sufficient to support an indictment merely to shew that the goods of a 
third person were 6 the house of the prosecutor and for this reason he 
regretfully came to the conclusion that the conviction must be quashed. 
He desired to add that in his opinion the deputy judge clearly had power 
to amend under section 1 of 14 & 15 Vict, c. 100 and that he ought to have 
amended the indictment in this particular. 

Bray and Jair, JJ., in concurring, both intimated that they desired 
to guard themselves from appearing to decide by so dving that in no vase 
the fact that the goods were found in the house of the prosecutor might not be 
sufficient evidence of his possession or custody in them to justify his 

ig an indictment. In the present case it was also to be noted that the 
of the wife which were stolen were not of such a character that the 
neband could have claimed a quasi-title to them on the ground that he 








had a share in the use and enjoyment of them while he lived with his 

wife. They desired to leave the question entirely open. 

Kennepy, Riptey, and A, T Lawrence, JJ., concurred. The 

conviction was accordingly quashed.—[No counsel or solicitors appeared. ] 
| Reported by Ersxixe Ret, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


COOPER v. WILLIS. Div. Court. 25th May. 


Gaminc Acts—Covunty Court—Sratvurory Derence—Covnry Court Rexes, 
orp. 10, ne. 10, 18, anv 35 (1). 


This was an appeal from the Exeter County Court, and raised a question 
under the Gaming Acts. The facts of the case are as follows: The 
defendant gave a oe wn to the plaintiff in ent of bets, and the action 
was brought on that cheque. On the 3rd ienien, 1904, the defendant 
filed an affidavit stating his intention to set up the provisions of the Gaming 
Act as a defence, and obtained leave to defend, the trial being fixed for the 
9th of November. In addition to this he gave notice of a statutory defence 
under ord. 16, rr. 16 and 18. On the 7th of November a settlement was 
arrived at, the defendant giving plaintiff a bill of £25, payable on the 4th 
of January, 1906, and a further bill of £100, payable six months after date, 
the action to be adjourned, and the defendant to withdraw his plea 
of the Gaming Act, and also undertake not to set it up in respect of 
either of the two bills above referred to. The action came on on the 9th 
of November, and was then adjourned tothe 11th of ere - 1906. Before 
that date, finding himself unable to meet the bill, the defendant gave 
notice to the court withdrawing the notice of the 7th of January. At the 
hearing on the 7th of January the agreement of the 7th of November 
was put in, and the judge thereupon gave judgment for the plaintiff. 
On behalf of the appellant it was contended that the agreement was 
invalid as being an agreement to prevent the operation of an Act of 
Parliament. On behalf of the dent it was contended that the 
agreement was valid as being given to avoid being ‘‘shewn up in court.’ 
It was further contended that the statutory defence was not filed within 
the ten days required by the rules. Counsel cited Chapman v. Franklin 
(21 Times L. R. 315) and Butt v. Yelverton (9 Eq. 471). 

Tue Court (Rintey and Darure, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Rivtey, J.—This action was brought upon a cheque given by the 
defendant in payment of bets. By ord. 10, rr. 16 and 18, motion of a 
statutory defence must be given, and by another rule the amount claimed, 
being some £80, and within the recently extended jurisdiction of the 
county court, the notice must be given ten days before the hearing. 
The defendant had given the proper notice, but not within time, and I 
think when the agreement of the 7th of November was made. The 
defendants’ withdrawal of his notice withdrawing the statutory defence 
was before the court on the 11th of January. As to the agreement I am 
of opinion it was a bad one, for in effect it was an agreement to avoid 
the operation of an Act of Parliament.—CovunseL, Cababé; Gregory. 
Soxicirors, Baker, Baker, ¢ Co., for Crompton, Plymouth ; Law, Worssam, 
§ Co., for Bond & Pearce, Plymouth. 

[Reported by Ataw Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 


HARRISON v. OWNER OF NEW STREET MEWS. Div. Court. 
27th April. 


Loca Govarnuznt—Pavine or Passage—Laiasiuirry or Apsornrne OwNER 
—Merroprotis ManacEment Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vier. c. 120). 


This was a case stated, and raised an im t point under the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855. The facts of the case are as follows : 
The respondent was summoned by the appellant, the borough engineer of 
the council of the borough of Southwark, for having failed to sufficiently 
pave and cover the surface of the passage or public place known as the 
New-street-mews, New-street, Kennington. The respondent was the 
freeholder of the court, which was not a thoroughfare, and was also the 
owner of certain of the adjoining houses and premises. In the year 1892 
the existing macadam paving was made at a cost of £241 16s. by the respon- 
dent’s predecessors in title to the satisfaction of the vestry of Southwark, 
whose rights, duties, &c., are now vested in the borough of Southwark. 
On the Ist of June, 1905, the appellant served on the respondent a notice 
requiring him to pave New-street-mews to the satisfaction of the council 
with camel asphalt or concrete. New-street-mews was at 
the date of the notice out of repair, but some absolutely necessar, 
repairs had been since effected, and the real question, as admii 
by the surveyor to the council before the magistrate, was whether 
the respondent could be called upon to pave with asphalt the 
mews hitherto paved with macadam. The magistrate dismissed 
the summons on the ground that the summons was one for not 
ving and not for non-repair, and therefore no offence against section 
00 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, had been committed. 
Section 99 of the Metropolis Management Act provides that wherever 
the freehold of any court, passage, or public place, not being a thorough- 
fare, is vested in the owner of any adjoining house, the paving of such 
court, passage, or public place shall be done by such owner if deemed 
expedient or necessary by the vestry or district board. And section 100 
of the same Act provides that the owner of any such court shall, if 
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ent it was contended that he could only be called upon to repair, 
and not to re-pave with fresh materials. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstonz, O.J., and Riptzy and Darune, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal, being of opinion that under the section the respondent 
could not be called upon to do more than repair the existing pavement.— 
Covnsat, Glen ; Bankes. Soxicrrors, G. C. Topham ; Meynell § Pemberton. 


[Reported by Ata» Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 
DODD v. DODD. Barnes, P. 27th April. 


Wrre’s Petition ror Drvorce—ApvtTery AND J)rseRTIon—SuMMARY 
JuRispicTion (Marrrep Women) Act, 1895, 


This was a petition of Fanny Pineapple Dodd for the dissolution of her 
i with James Arthur Dodd on the ground of her husband’s 
adultery and desertion without reasonable cause for two years and upwards. 
No question arose as to the adultery of the respondent, which the court held 
to be proved, but the case with regard to the desertion gave rise to a difficult 
question of law. The facts of the case were briefly that the parties were 
married on the 26th of March, 1891, and resided at Manchester, and a child 
was born in 1892. In 1896 the —_ gave way to drink, lost his 
business, and, although living with the petitioner, neglected to provide for 
her and the child, and was in fact being kept by the petitioner. On the 
26th of August, 1896, the petitioner left the respondent and went to reside 
with her mother. In September she applied to the magistrate and 
obtained an order that she should be no longer bound to cohabit with 
her husband, that she should have the custody of the child, and that the 
re ent should pay her 10s. 6d. per week. The respondent paid 
nothing under the order, although three summonses were taken out to 
enforce payment. On the 5th of August, 1905, the petitioner havi 
as she alleged, that her husband had committed adultery, fil 
her petition for divorce on the above grounds. It ap from the 
evidence that from and after the magistrate’s order the petitioner had 
had no communication with the respondent, and that since the separation 
of the es in 1896, when the order was made, more than two years had 
ela) before the petition was filed. Under these circumstances the 
mestions arose, whether the evidence shewed any desertion on the part of 

e respondent, and if it did what was the effect of the magistrate’s order 
of September, 1896’ The court directed the question to be argued by the 
Attorney-General. 

Baxwzs, P., in delivering a considered judgment, came to the conclusion 
that upon the evidence the respondent had no intention of bringing the 
cohabitation to anend. He observed that the petitioner did not summon 
him for desertion, but for neglect to maintain, and, in fact, no doubt wanted 
to get rid of him, and he had come to the conclusion that the order for 
non-cohabitation had put an end to the desertion. The learned President, 
while remarking that it was the function of a judge jus dicere non jus dare, 
nevertheless thought it right to state that from a long experience in the 
courte he had formed the opinion that, having regard to the large number 
of persons living se tely under orders made under this Summary Juris- 
diction Act the working of the Act was open in this respect to question on 
the ground that the direct tendency of the non-cohabitation clause 

to be to encourage immorality and produce deplorable results. 
were many anomalies in the law of divorce, and it seemed to him 
that, assuming that divorce should be allowed at all, no reform would 
be effective and adequate which did not abolish permanent separation 
as distinguished from divorce; that the sexes should be placed on an 
equality as regards offence and relief, and decrees granted for such grave 
causes of as render future cohabitation impracticable. He thought 
that such reform would largely tend to greater propriety and enhance 
that respect for the sanctity of the marriage tie which was so essential to 
the best interests of society and the State.—Covnset, Willis; Lawson 
Walton, A.G., and Lowenthal. Soxicrtors, Crowders § Co. 
[Reported by Gwixse Hatt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]| 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


He ENGLISH AND COLONIAL PRODUCE CO. (LIM.). Ez porte DYSON, 
SMITH, & MARCHANT. Buckley, J. 30th May. 


Souscrtror—Comrany — Costs oy Formation—Fres vor Reoistration— 
ee ovr Company —Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 
s. 17. 


This was a summons to review the taxation of a bill of costes of 
& solicitor with respect to certain charges for work done during the 
formation of the above company and for fees paid on registration. The 

(which will be called the Produce Co.) was formed to take 
over the business of a previous company, the English and Colonial 
Forsge Co. (Limited) (which will be called the Forage Co.), and the 
business of a firm of Porrett & Meyer. The Forage Co. went into 
liquidation before the formation of the Produce Co. The Produce 
Co. was incorporated on the *h of November, 1901, under the Companies 
Act, 1862 to 1900, and was ordered to be wound up in July, 1902. 
Article 109 of the articles of association provided that the compan 
should be managed by the directors, who might pay all ane | 
—— of and preliminary and incidental to the formation, estab- 
lis , and registration of the compeny as they think fit. In 
sceordance with the directions of Kekewich, J., in an action brought 


by the Produce Co, against a firm of Dyson, Bmith, & Marchant, 
elicitors, who were in fact Mr. Marchant only carrying on business under 








—=—= 
that name, the firm lodged certain bills of costs in the winding 
proceedings, one of which contained an item of £160 for preparing 2 | 
having executed the memorandum and articles of association and q 
other things necessary to enable the company to commence business, £16 10g, 
for counsel’s fees for settling these documents, £2 2s. for drawing ang 
approving form of certificate and instructing printer to print same, ang 
3 12s. 6d. for fees on registration of the company. The registrar had 
on taxation disallowed these items, amounting altogether to £216 14s, 6d, 
on the ground that the costs of registration one to have been 
authorized by certain persons who afterwards joined the board of di 
but that though the company had gg to pay they took no steps to pass 
any resolution to that effect. e solicitor took out this summons 
against the liquidator of the Produce Co. to have this taxation reviewed, 
Bucx.ry, J.—I have to review a taxation of a solicitor’s bill of costs by 
the learned registrar in t of certain items appearing on p. | of the 
bill of costs which have disallowed, amounting altogether to £216 
odd. The items of £160 and £16 10s. are, shortly stated, charges for work 
relating to the intention to form a new company, and to the preparation of 
the memorandum and articles of association, counsel’s fees, &c. Ag 
appears by the bill, there were attendances upon Mr. Church and three 
other gentlemen as to forming a new company to take over two businesses, 
and instructions were given for the memorandum and articles of associa. 
tion for the incorporation of the new com . The persons giving these 
instructions were primd facie Church and the other three persons mentioned, 
The company was to take over (1) the business of the English and 
Colonial “g Co, (Limited), and (2) that of Messrs. Meyer & Porrett. The 
solicitors in their objections to the taxation stated that the English and 
Colonial Forage Co. prior to going into voluntary liquidation originally in. 
structed the solicitors to do what was requisite and necessary to form the 
English and Colonial Produce Co. to acquire its assets, and that in pur- 
suance of such instructions they did all things necessary before the resolu- 
tion for voluntary liquidation of the Forage Co. :was passed. The 
first entry in the minute book of the English and Colonial Produce Oo. is 
the minutes of the so-called meeting on the 4th of November, 1901, of the 
four gentlemen mentioned in the bill, Messrs. Church, Sutton, Porrett, 
and Meyer, and another gentleman called Sternburg, and that at that 
meeting the memorandum and articles were read and signed, and that it 
was resolved “ that the solicitor of the company be instructed to forth- 
with register the company.’?’ The Produce Co. was incorporated 
on the 9th of November, 1901, and its memorandum and articles 
were then filed with the Registrar of Joint Stock Companies. Therefore 
the liability for any work done by the solicitors had been already incurred 
before the incorporation of the Produce Co. Under these circum- 
stances the question arises, who retained the solicitors? Did they 
act intending to look to the future company for payment, or to 
the persons whose names I have mentioned. The registrar rightly 
finds as a fact that the latter is the case. ‘The Produce Co., after it 
was incorporated, took the benefit of the work which had been done 
by the solicitors. Is, then, the company liable upon equitable principles? 
The doctrine of law applicable is to be found in the judgment 
of Fry, L.J., in Re Rotherham Alum and Chemical Co, (32 W. R. 131, % 
Ch. D. 103), who says that it is not universally true that where a person 
takes property on which labour has been e ded, and gets the benefit of 
that labour, he must pay for it, and that it is not true where the work was 
done for the vendor of the property. The statement of Fry, L.J., mutatis 
mutandis, applies to this case. I hold that the work was done on behalf 
of the persons interested in forming the company. ‘The case is 
governed by Re Rotherham Alum and Chemical Co., and the English 
and Colo Produce Co. are not liable for the costs incurred 
in its formation. The fee, however, of £33 12s. 6d. id upon 
registration stands upon a different footing in consequence of section 17 
of the Companies Act, 1862. Under that section the company is liable 
to pay this fee. The solicitors have accordingly paid that which the 
company are liable to pay, and therefore I think the solicitors are entitled 
to re e the company in respect of this item, As regards the charge of 
£2 2s. for drawing and approving form of certificate the solicitors must 
shew that they are entitled to be d this sum, and they have not shewn 
this. The solicitors who prepared the articles have had article 109 intro- 
duced, but this article is not consistent with the charges made. The 
registrar’s taxation is right with the exception of the sum of £33 12s. 6d., 
to which the solicitors are entitled. The applicants succeed in part and 
fail in parte. I make no order as to costs.—CounszL, Gore-Browne, K.0., 
and R. J. Drake; A. W. Groser, Soxicrrons, Dyson, Smith, § Marchaat ; 
8. J. R. Stammers. 


[Reported by Nevitixz Tessort, Esq , Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re GARNER, Ex parte PEDLEY. Bigham, J. 29th May. 


Banxrurrcy—Pracrice—Taxation or Costs—Banxrnvurtoy Acr, 1883 (46 
& AT Vict. c. 52), 8. 73—Banxnvurtroy Ruies, 1886-1890, ne. 112, 124, 
Form 141—Scaryx or Costs, 1886-1890, Gunznat Reoviations, %. 2— 
Soxicrrons’ Remunesation Orpen, 1882, Scuepu.e I. 


Appeal against a taxation by the taxing-master of the High Court in 
bankruptcy. The estate of the bankrupt consisted largely of plots of land. 
There were separate first mortgages in most of the plots and a second 
mortgage upon the whole of them generally. ‘The trustee had employed 6 
solicitor to sell some of the plote, and the money derived from the sales 
bad been used in catinguisaing the first mortgages and in part payment of 
the second mortgage. It appeared probable that when all the plots were 
sold the second mortgage would be entirely cleared off and that there would 
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— 
be a surplus for the bankrupt’s estate. The solicitor brought in his bill for 
taxation before the registrar of the county court at Crewe, who allowed the 
costs of the sale at £16 10s., —s. the proper percentage on the gross 
amount realized by the sale as alluwed by the Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Order, 1882. The Board of Trade nad the taxation reviewed by the 
taxing-master of the High Court, who reduced the allowance to £1 9s. 11d. 
His ground for so reducing was that rule 2 of the general regulations as 
to costs in bankruptcy provides that where a solicitor is entitled to 
remuneration by a percen ‘**such percentage shall be payable only out 
of the proceeds of sale.’’ the present case the proceeds of sale had 
all gone to pay off mortgagees, so there being no ‘‘ proceeds of sale ’’ out 
of which the solicitor could be paid, the taxing-master thought the 
ntage should be reduced. The solicitor appealed. 

Bicnam, J., held that it was no part of the taxing-master’s duty to 

consider whether there was a fund out of which the solicitor could be 
. Heshould tax in accordance with the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 
oy and for that purpose must have regard te Schedule [. of the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 1882 ; but having so taxed, he should enter 
in his allocatur that the amount allowed is only to be paid in accordance 
with Regulation 2 of the General Regulations as to Costs in oe ‘ 
leaving the parties to ascertain whether there exist any “ p 
sale”? out of which the costs are payable. The form of allocatur should 
be as follows: ‘‘ I hereby certify that I have taxed the bill of costs of Mr. 
0. D. and have allowed the same at the sum of junds shillings 
and pence, and the amount is to be paid in accordance with Regulation 
2 of the General Regulations as to costs in Bankruptcy.”’ Appeal allowed, 
leave to appeal given.—Counset, 7. R. Hughes, K.C., and Redman ; Hansell. 
Sourcrrors, Woosnam § Smith, for C. H. Pedley, Crewe; The Solicitor to the 
Boardof Trade. 
[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 








Societies. 


The Law Society. 


NOTICE. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will be held 
in the Hall of the society on Friday, the 13th of July next, at 2 p.m. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council retiring by 
rotation—viz.: Sir John Gray Hill, Mr. Johnson, Mr. W. G. King, Mr. 
Lee, Mr. Pennington, Mr. Samson, Mr. Trower, Mr. Walters, Mr. Win 

, Mr. Witham. ; 

So far as is known they will be nominated for re-election. 

There are two other vacancies, one caused by the death of Mr. C. E. 
Mathews, and the other by the resignation of Mr. W. H. Gray. 

E. W. Wit1amson, Secretary. 








Obituary. 


Sir Frederick Peel. 


The death is announced of Sir Frederick Peel, on@‘of the Railway and 
Canal Commissioneers, on Tuesday last. He was the second son of Sir 
Robert Peel and was educated at Harrow and na ef College, Cambridge. 
He was called to the bar in 1849, but never practised, holding successively 
several offices under the Government. He was made a ine | Councillor in 
1857 and a _K.C.M.G. in 1869. In 1873 he was appointed Railway and 
Canal Commissioner, and proved a most efficient member of that body. 
He possessed, says the Zimes, an eminently judicial mind and was of a 
cautious, equable temperament; and though the work of the commission 
Was necessarily only intermittent, he may be said almost to have deserved 
the name of a great judge. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Taomas Stangy and Epwarp Stansy, solicitors 8 E, Slaney), New- 
castle-under-Lyme. As regards the said Thomas , who retires from 
firm as and from the 3lst day of May, 1906 ; the said Edward Slane 
will continue the said business under the present style or firm of T. & E. 
Slaney. [ Gazette, June 5, 





General. 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies has received a telegram from the 
or-General of Australia stating that a proclamation bringing into 
force the Commonwealth Copyright Act, 1905, will be issued about the 
middle of this month, 
It is announced that Mr. Arthur 8. Cully, Official Receiver of the South 
London District, has been appointed to succeed Mr. Luke Jesson as 
Receiver in Bankruptey for the Birmingham District, and he took 
Up his duties on Friday in lust week. 





The death is announced of Mr. Charles Ernest Thynne, Assistant 
Solicitor of H.M. Customs, 


It is stated that cases in the new trial paper will be taken in Appeal 
Court No. 1 at the beginning of the ensuing Trinity sittings, and 
continued until further notice. 


A case of exceptional interest was, says the American Case and Comment, 
recently decided by the Supreme Court of Oregon in Ferguson v. Ray (44 
Or. 557, 1 L. R. A. N. 8. 477, 102 Am. St. Rep. 648, 77 Pac. 600). In 
that case gold-bearing quartz was found where it had been buried in some 
kind of a near a tree on which marks had been made, for the purpose, 
no doubt, of relocating the hiding-place. The quartz had been hidden so 
long that the bag had almost par rotted away, and it was impossible, 
from any facts existing, to determine anything whatever with respect to 
the identity of the owner of the erty. The court held that the 
property could not be regarded as lost property which would belong to 
the person who found it, but must be regarded as a part of the soil, 
belonging to the owner of the real estate. 


A North Carolina attorney sends to the American Case and Comment the 


of | following, which he says was enacted in 1905 as the law of the State: 


754. 
The General Assembly of North Carolina do enact : 

Sec. 1. That it shall be unlawful for any person, firm or any dog or 
bitch known to be dangerous or vicious to run at large; Provided, how- 
ever, this section shall not be construed to prevent any person from 
turning such dogs loose from eight p.m. to six a.m. on the premises of 
the owner. 

Sec. 2. That any person violating this Act shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor. 

Sec. 3. This Act shall apply only to Mitchell County. 

Mr. Witt, K C., in his book of reminiscences, tells the following story of 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon, which we think is new: A traveller had been 
hurt on the railway, had been compensated, and had signed a receipt in 
full. Some months afterwards he filed a bill to set aside the compromise. 
His case was that the shock of his accident had made him dumb or stupid 
and that his mind did not go with his act when he signed the receipt, 
but that he had since had another shock, which had restored him to speech 
and reason. The Vice-Chancellor said: ‘‘ Mr. Glass, I never heard of a 
case like this before. Is there any precedent?’’ Then that famous 
counsel turned to his junior and said, “‘ What was the name of the 
husband of Elizabeth ? ” and the junior having told him, Mr. Glass said, 
‘*Qh, yes, your honour, there is the case of Zacharias."” ‘‘ Where is that 
reported, Mr. Glass?’’ replied the judge. Now when this sort of thi 
was possible, € io net to be wenthevsd OF thas Cis align had to be on gual 
with his bar. 

It is announced that the tenth annual conference of the Federation of 
Insurance Institutes of Great Britain and Ireland would be held on Friday. 
The federation is composed of the local insurance institutes, of which 
there are eleven, and this is their first conference in London. The 
functions of the federation consist of the supervision of the methods of 
work of the various —_ tutes, =e more natn na, it suai 
which are given for the training younger mem! of the i 
in the ayn es and practice of fire, life, and accident insurance; and 
organizing and conducting annual examinations in the various subjects 
connected with insurance business at the provincial centres and in London. 
Certificates are given to those who pass, and thus the average knowledge 
of insurance a throughout the kingdom is raised. The London 
insurance managers have formed themselves into a committee to welcome 
the members of the conference, who will be delegates from the various 
provincial institutes, composed of the local managers of the insurance 
companies. 

Mr. Justice Walton, who was among the guests at the annual dinner of 
the Law Students’ Debating Society the other evening, remarked, says a 
writer in the Globe, =o he had aaa om See Sane he had not 
observed at the bar an of capacity e matter of speech-making. 
This prompted Mr. M’Call, K.C., to allude to the habit of talking on tne 
bench. ‘*Mr.——” a Lord Chancellor once said to a di 
advocate, ‘‘ I have been looking through the shorthand writer's notes, and 
I observe that upon a few occasions you were allowed to in the 
Lords peer gl vee to Mr. “> there are aby - ch 
to- u wan' reticence. ‘“‘ own experience of a few days 
peat As mor im that the way in which justice was administered in some 
courts would be appropriately described in the words of Goldsmith, slightly 
altered, ‘* the ju pair, that simply sought renown By — to 
talk each other down.’’ In which court was Mr. M’Call inspired thus to 
alter Goldsmith’s lines? In the legal world, though certainly not because 
of any want of interest in Mr. M'Call’s experience, the question excites 
curiosity. 

Toe Sewing oe the arrangements for hearing Probate and 
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this list will be taken on the first day appointed for the trial of common 
juries. Special jury causes will be taken on and after Thursday, July 5. 
Divisional Courts will be formed to sit on Tuesday, July 3, and Tuesday, 
August 7, if required. Motions will be heard in court at 11 o'clock on 
Monday, the 18th inst., and on each succeeding Monday during the 
sittings, and summonses before the judge will be heard at 10.30 on 
Saturday, the 16th inst., and on each succeeding Saturday during the 
sittings. Summonses before the registrars will be heard at the Probate 
Registry, Somerset House, on every Tuesday and Friday during thr 
sittings at 11.30. 


Mr. R. D. Farrant, writing in the Law Quarterly Review, on Manx 
Land Tenure, says that in 1704 an Act of Tynwald was passed by 
which the estates of the landholders were settled and confirmed. This 
Act, which was re-enacted and confirmed in 1777 after the revest- 
ment of the island in the Crown, is to this day considered the basis of the 
tenure of Manx estates, excepting the estates of the baronies before 
mentioned. The legal writers lay it down that the tenure settled by the 
Act of 1704 is akin to that known as customary freehold in England. 
That is to say, the Manx customary tenant (or owner) is entitled to an 
estate, freehold in quantity, but not in quality, and to the complete enjoy- 
ment of the land, subject only to the reservation of all royalties, mines, 
and minerals of every kind, quarries. and delf of flag, slate, and stone, to 
the lord, and to the payment of the annual chief rent, of a small fixed fine 
on every alienation and descent, to the lord, and to certain other customary 
burdens. Of these latter, the only one worthy of notice is that of the office 
of Moarship, the duties of which are principally the collecting of the chief 
rents and fines of the parish, in which the lands lie, from the other 
customary tenants therein. The tenant is also entitled to dig, raise, and 
dispose of stone and slate in his own lands for his own use or the improve- 
ment of his own and his neighbours’ estates, but he cannot make merchan- 
dize of them unless licensed by the lord. He is also compelled to permit 
the licensee of the lord to quarry on his lands, and, if there be a quarry 
already opened, to permit other tenants to use it on payment of reason- 
able compensation for surface damage. 


In Hennessey v. Taylor (76 N. E. Rep. 224), says the American Law Review, 
the Supreme Court of Massachusetts affirmed a judgment against the owner 
of an automobile which struck the plaintiff while walking upon the highway. 
Mr. Justice Braley, delivering the opinion, said: ‘‘ There is no imperative 
rule of law which has been called to our attention generally requiring a 

estrian, when lawfully using the public ways, to be continuously 
ooking or listening to ascertain if autocars are approaching, under the 
penalty that, upon failing to do so, if he is injured, his negligence must be 
conclusively presumed. It has, indeed, been held that a traveller upon a 
highway, knowing that it is crossed by a railroad at grade, who passes on to 
the crossing without looking to ascertain if a train is coming, and is thereby 
injured, is guilty of such contributory negligence as to preclude his recovery. 
The reason for this rule was stated by Mr. Justice Morton in Allyn v. 
Boston ard Albany Railroad Co. to be that “ a railroad crossing is a place of 
danger, and common prudence requires that a traveller on the highway, as 
he approaches one, should use the precaution of looking to see if a train is 
approaching. If he fails to do so, the general knowledge and experience 
of men at once condemn his conduct as careless.’’ Outside, however, of 
such excepted portions as may be crossed at grade by a railroad, this 
requirement has not been applied to travellers in their daily and common 
use of our highways. The usual rule of ordinary care does not impose 
upon them the burden of being constantly on the look-out to see if their 
path is free from dangerous defects, or in a state of apprehension of 
personal injury from other travellers. The traveller not only has a right 
to presume that the way is reasonably fitted for his use, but also that 
those who may be lawfully using it with himself will exercise a proper 


degree of care. 


To Execvrors.— VaALvations ror Pronare.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr.] 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—¥aipay, June 1. 
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iculars of eee eee Alfred Perrin, 5, 
adagerr Lowsstore Co, Lisrr>—Creditors are required, on 


to William Martello Gray, District Bank chmbrs, Bradford. Wright & Co, Bradford, 
solors for liquidator 4 


or before June 15, to send County Patative or Lancaerer. 


. Davies, Broad ghee ae } = alae, of thet st Wostwat octaninanet oe Limrep tx CHANCERY. 
; anD Frrrivas (Taicw rue earners) La mp =~ l are required, | Painters’ Enctxgens, Liutrep—Petn for winding up, presented May 16, directed to be 
ms ifore Jy 1 13, to send their names and addresses of their solicitors to E 8 Elvey heard at the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, June 18, at 10.30. Goulty & 


Livingstone Baily, 5, A us st 


Bees Co, Luatep (1x VoLunTary Soumamse) Gee are required, on or 


before 17, to send their names and 
tefoe Jul 17 0 ae eae Gresham —- 7 
Hype soe hansen W Works, Liuirep —Creditors are 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of 


heard June 13. Neely, Coleman st, solor for petner. 
the above-named not 


Pe 
June 13. —_ 


Wi 
Saat on on be aene 18, to send their 


Winckley sq. Preston. Banks & Co, Preston, sdlors 3-5: liquidator 
Lacosts & BATTMAXN, Lonrep—Pctn for winding up, presented May 31, directed to be | A & G@ Baistow, Luurep — Creditors are 
and addresses, and the 


otice 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 12 


= a 
London Gazette.—Tuxsvay, June 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep m CHancery. 


pepieet.on ox beiree Sly Site end Gols names 
of their debte or claims, to George Mallam, Oxford * 
up, presented Ma: %, directed to be heard 


of their debts or 
or claims, to James Todd, 3, 


of 2) ‘must reach 
jens Camezoys Luton, Linitep—Petn for windi 


ing 
ouenoy, Limitsp —Petn for winding w nted May 29, Tuli See teil at the Court House, Luton, June 14, at 2. Wane Laven, ote. Notice of appearing 
is 4 “a Son, Gresbam House Ol Brond ad st, sioss for petners,. Nutice of must reach the above-maned not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 13 
t reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of | Crry or Bimincua Cio Co, Laure on or before Jaly 24 to 
send their and and the particulars of their or to James 


une 12 


_ debts 
Countigs AcricuLtuRAL Surety Associatioy, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, Green, 69, Bromagrove st, ee ge ner we be 
— y 29, Kidderminster, June 15, at 11.15. Sherwia om. Lirep py for mich Jaa 
alker, Birmi ham, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above- Bi 


directed to be heard at K 


pamed not later 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June li 
Mus Devevorment Co or Vicrorta, Limtrep 
9, to send their names and atidresses, 
Arthur William Cook, 74, Cheapside 
Bari Roap TRANSIT Co, Luouremp—Petn for 


required, on or before July 


the pultiouions of their debts or claims, to | Keswortay & Co, Liutrep —Creditors are one meee, 09 or tetne June 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the 


winding up, presented May 
heard June 13. Swepstone & Stone, Gt St Helen’ a for petner. 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Juae 12 


iculars of their debts or claims, to W T Butterfield, 

Chartered Accountant, Bowling & solors for liquidator 
Notice of appearing | Loypon anp SouTHERN Counties Savesvaner. Apvawyce, ayp Discoust Co, Lonrep — 
Petn for wioding up, ee May aS a be heard June 13. Chapman, Moor- 


Sooty JOURNALS Ag ~ ag Co, Limirep (1x Votunrary Liquipation)—Creditors are gate Station chmors, solor for petner. of appearing must reach the above-named 
required, on or before July 5, to send their names iresses, and the particulars of aan che pee te yk 
their debts or claims, to H Payton, 22, Cannon st, Birmingham. , Bir- | Saerriztp Ceemarorium Co, Limtrzp—Creditors are bgey on or before July 17, to 
solor for liquidator their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts 0 or oo. to 
Tayior’s Tontc Tea Co, Limirep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are requested, on or before eS 6, Paradise sq, Sheffield. Bramley & Son, Sheffield, solors uidator 
June 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, | Zezuan Souru Comstock, Lumrrep (rx Liquipatiox)—Creditors are at on or before 
to Wilfred A Klosz, 34, Devonshire rd, Forest June 30, to their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 


Tawity Goto Pracer Mrxine SyNpIcaTE, Limirep (1x Laquipatios)—Creditors are 
addresses, with full particulars | Zourransseac Water Power anp Go tpristps SyNpicars, Lama, axp Liow Pro- 


required, on or before June 30, to send their names and 
of of their debts or claims, to A Turner, 10/11, Walbrook 


Waster Evectrica, Encineeeine Go, Luu reo —Creditors are required, on or before 
e particulars 


July 6, to send their names and addresses, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London @azette.—Tvusspay, May 29. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Abpisos, Wittiam, and Arraurs Mercatrs, Bradford, 
Chairmakers June 11 at 3.30 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, 
Bradford 


Ayxers, Wi1114M, Chester, Photographic Dealer June 6 
at 12 Crypt chmbrs, te row, Chester 

Baiowix, Rovert Artatta Warrex, Southport, Lancs. 
Grocer June 7 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Barwarp, James Yyoe Norwich, Baker June 6 at 

Ree, 8, Kip Yorwich 

Baawes, Gzrorce A, Brig = Motor Maker June 8 at 
12.30 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Berson, Many Any, Leeds, Hay Merchant June 7 at 11 

Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

BRorHERTos, HABLES, ed Evesham, Commission Agent 
Jane 7 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Bortoy, Joux ge Kenwyn June 8 at 
11,30 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

— ApuizaL, Derby June 7 at3 Off Ree, 47, Full st, 


Ciark, Groncr, Nuneaton, Warwick June 7 at 11 Off 
Ree, 8, High st, Coventry 
Daaycorr, AgTuus Hexry Szevey, and Joun Arraur 
RAYOOTT ington, W: June 
ode 11 I Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 


m 
Epwanps, Roszrt, Bronsw'ck eq, Physician June 11 at1 
ptey a 
E:wryow, Isaac, Victoria oe 4D rd, Diamond Merchant June 
6ati Bankru gs, Carey st 


a, ERnxst, ah Cambs, Baker June 6 at 12.45 
i st, st, Norwic oh 

Faasce, Tos Srantey. Northwich, Painter June 6 at 3 
Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Btalfs 

GaLLayt, Bes, King Gt Yarmouth, Carpenter June 6 at 12 
Off st, Norwich 

Gaezx, Epwanp, Kearsley, —— Commercial Traveller 
June 13 at3 19, Exchange st ton 

Hamitron, i Kiog st, Cheapelte, Tailor June Tat 2 30 


Harrison, Janes henoee, “Wallsend, Northumberland, 
Auctioneer June 6 at 1115 Off * Reo, 30 Mosley st 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Howicsworrn Fel By zg Orseer, Hensall, Yorks June 11 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Hype, Epwagp, 

Junel2at3 Off Wy Byrom st, Manchester 


Jacoss, M, Cambrid , Bethnal Green, Boot Manu- 
matures, June rt PAY 12 pone bidgs, Carey st 
Law Hares! , Accrington, Fish salesman June 12 at 10.30 


Rec, 14, Chapel 
Luexp, Epwin, Norlan , Holland Park, Cuamiasien 


Agent June 12 at 11 kruptey bids, . 
- Lane, daze Apeene, Oo, Grocer June 22 at Hy Ree, 
Low, Eh 2 By, Maddern Glass Dealer Junc7at3 Off 
Prudential bldgs, sidge New st, Huddersfield 


Mare T Pair Epwix, Endlesham rd, Balham, Builder 
June 7 at 12.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
= zu, D Hard ware ware Dealer June 20 at 
‘Moos, Journ: t Davyhulme, I , Lancs, Cattle attlo Dealer June 12 
Mouns, James WILFRED Duke st, ~ *q, Antique 
PE oaenlly Wis Wi id Dane Wamatiela jar” Waketald, Bat tcher 
. or 
June 11 at 10 Off Reo, 6, Bond ter, Wi 





to James Eastwood Meadowcroft, 6, Moorgate st 


PRIETARY, Lintrep—Creditors are a on or Sept 29, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, to Richard Warner, 74, Cole- 
man st. Maddison & Co, Old Jewry, solors for liquidator 





of their debts or claims, 








Merchant J 7 at 3} Cuapwick, Jou, Church Gresley, Bate Baker Burton 
n,_Off Ree, Powaball chambre, alias _— on Trent Pet May 21 Ord Ma: ‘ 


Nixox, Witu1am Hoorzs, Richmond rd Putney, | Crawrorp, Rectxatp Dove as, ite Manu- 
Schoolmaster Samet ot 30 1 132, York rd, West- facturers’ agent ‘Colder’ PAF 1 Ori 


minster Bridge Dd Atrrep, Nottingham pl, Commercial rd, Jeweller 
Osiepar, CHARLES Wits, Lower Clapton, Dairyman avn Court’ Pet March 35 ‘Ord May 22 
June llatil Bankru bidgs, Carey st oui? eLes Heney, Gt Maplestead, Halstead, Essex, 
» Eviza Frances, & Court Junei3at1i Bank- Builder Colchester Pet 2% Ord May 25 
b Carey Dowszs, Atrrep Epwarp, ‘s 


Panxtes, Epwarp Tomas, and Cuagies Danisi PAnrten, 
—- bor re a Waren? Builders | Dpavcorr, AnTuur Huway Seevky, and Joux Anraus 
une 8 a' ‘openha gen ore2ster Deaycorr, Leamiagton, Warwick. 

nas Se ee Beeston, ayes i. Beduath June 7 rminghas Pet March 20 Ord May 26 
a 22, Park row 

Paice, Fraxcis Harry, Cardiff, Ghat Hairdresser Juneé iy Oar Driver Derby Pet 

oun Sir, 60 Hierro, Con Ashiogton Northumber- | Fsxx ma Hxxex, South Lighthouse, pr 

x , um Hon 
ROUDLOCK TOMAS. irst, Ashington me, Pet May 24 


Miner June 6 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
P mn aera C a Cilfynydd Bootmaker Lancs, Commercial Traveller 
Rxyor, Henny CHARLES, 
June 6at3 135, High #& Merthyr TyAGh . campy: ED Bova, Kae ping 
Rosert, Justin, Swansea, Bailiff s Assistant June 7 at 12 | Greexwoop, Hanan Chatbura, Lancs, 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 1d, Swansea Corn Dealer Biacktura Pet Feb 0 Ord May 2 
Roserts, Joux, Denbigh, Grocer June 6 at 11.30 Crypt | Hamwoov, Wittiam THoxas, Hulme, Manchester, Baker 
chmbrs, Rastgnte mew Manchester Pet Ma: 


s we Ord May 26 sis 
oer Bowanp Wakefield, Yorks, Nurseryman June ALBERT, . Merchant Halifax 
af 11.30, Off Reo, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 7 Ord May 24 





Rec, | Hopces, Gzorcs James, Ross, Hereford Coal Merchant 
ssi, Sane, » ermer June T ot 12 OF | Hertford Pet May24 Ord May 24 
Sucarman, Israst, Sandy’s row, Bish e, Restaurant  Hucurs, Ricuarp Bowex, Cefn Cribbwr, Grocer Cardiff 
Keeper June 8 at 12 a, Carey Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
Tatant, Francis ALWYXE, urns, Sussex, es » Builder §t Albans Pet 
Builders’ Merchan Merchant June 7 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4, April 12 Ord May 24 
| Kexygpy, ARtTave = Wixpsos Srvaet Ccang, 
Taowis, Ge Myon tem og Vale, von, Provision | —— Army Officer Guildford Pet 
erchant jy, as High ate Mesthyr Tyall Jan3i Ord May 23 
Tuwreon come iy eee. 2 ‘ork, Auctioneer June 1i at 3 | Kure, Sn tee oe ae Chelmsford Pet 
0 
SLEY, JAMES, aster, Licensed Victualler June 12 | Lawrox, Josera Witrarp Srv 
wat _ sy 1 Chapa China Dealer J 7 at tone Witsian, Gt Ap Pet Ma ae 
ENRY JOHN ina r June . am, 
Wags Off Bec, C + dhunbes. Cs st, on Tees ae 





Lom ,- By Oldham Pet 4 
wa. IAMS, » Gasnee Faspanox, Pelsall, Staffs, Stationer Ord Mny 9 May 


pton Los uddersfield, Glass Dealer uddersfie! 
Wir, E Hawxan Euizapere, On Be, Batiey pete, Sam, | ay ar, Had Ord May 25 “ ” 

Confectioner June 6 at 11.30 bes, | Maar, Cuances W Wixttam, Poole, Baker Poole Pet May 
Importer June 12 at 2.80 | Bian mere rs. Butcher 


Wruiz, James, Manchester, 
7RGATROY: 

Off Rec, Ww 
O’Loveatiy, Jomx Aoratu: 


Byrom st, Manchester 


ton, nr Man- 
pie onacan i ot ~4 
, West Haddon, Northampton, Carrier Oxvesas, Cuantes Writiam, London wer Clapton, 
Adame, sts Don May 38 Ged May 38 ee “Dairyman High Court Pet April 27° Urd May 24 
Swansea, Grocer Swansea 


pton 
Appison, WiLLIAm, and Artaun Merc ae Bradford, Chair Puruuirs, Jawes Lice, U; 
Makers Bradford Pet May 25 : yo Pet May 24 Ord May 
anKS, Heapent Coares, Rartowguie’ | Painters, Levi Isaac, Northam, Southampton, Carman 
To Stockton on 26 


Southampton Pet May 26 Ord 

1, N a a = Punch May, ond May 2 ‘ ro. aoe 

Bentiey, Ricuarv Wituram, New et, Advertising 
High Court Pet Jan15 Ord May 26 | Provpock, Ashington, Wer ton, Northumber- 

Booz, Apmeee Y May 3 exon ter Seon, Pet wet. Micer i aa ee 
Baornerton, Cuaa.es, jun, Evesham, Worcester, Commis- Ror, 

sion Agent W: Pet May 25 Ord Ma ond May 36 Pet May 9 
Brows, Ciara ron, thea ia, Walicnen Boeom, Cuasrorner, Devonport, Baker Plymouth 
Sheffield Pet May? Ord May 25 26 
Bom Mars Ord May a SAN Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
Burxt Ce a ee. Bookseller Hanley —— les WARD, 


yi4 Ord 
Suita, J. Doncaster, Farmer Lincola Pet a 
Paw. ey huncarann Bradt Galen ear | Ona May 38 May 
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Braxpes, Jvriua, Whipacres, Harriceham Maidstone 
May 26 Ord May 26 
Srargs, Ricnarp sn Hythe, Kent, Watchmaker 
Canterbury Pet May 25 May 2% 
Taytor, Wiit1am Joss, Walworth, Builder High Court 
Pet May3 Ord May 24 
Tsomas, Grorce Hewey, 
Merchant Pet May24 Ord May 24 
Tuomas, Aberdare. Glam, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Pet May 25 Ord May 25 
Sey Metal * Dealer Birmingham 


Blaenavon, Mon, Provision 


Pet May 9 
Warxrss, Jonx, Hereford, Farmer Hertford Pet May 26 
Ord May 27 
Warrett, Wiis Hexry, Stockton on Tees, Removal 
@ Contractor Stockton on Tees Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Perxis, Josy, Northam Shoe Manufacturer 
Northampton Adjud om § 18, 1901 Annul May 2, 1906 


London Gasette.—Faivar, June 1, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aspzrsos, Taos, King’s Lynn, poet, Fish Merchant 
King’s Lyan Pet May 30 Ord Mar 
Chelmsford 


Arrrizip, Gronce, Barking, Essex, hdl 
Pet May 22 Ord May 28 
Besser, Bexsamis Wiii1\m, Lower Kenni In, Lam- 
beth. Plumber High Court Pet May 29 Ord May 29 
Buvcx, Tixorny, Ludiow, Salop, Ironmonger Leominster 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 


Baicurzx, Epwis, Heigham, Norwich, Butcher Norwich 


Pet May28 Ord May 23 
Broox, James, Maresfield, Eins Miller Lewes Pet May 
28 Ord May 28 
Caxzsezap, Davin, Gt Grimsby, Grocer Gt Grimsby Pet 
May 2 Ord May 29 
on Sea, Eesex, 


Camptox, CHARLES Tierra. Fouthend 
mber Chelmsford Pet May 22 Ord May 28 
Conzy, Samvet Raraart, and Basyert Rapsazt Cones, 
crescent High Court Pet April 26 May 28 
Coorzr, Joux, Stockton on Tees, Piasterer Stockton on Tees 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Deaspzex, Jous Hewxey, =r Lancs, Innkeeper 
Bolton Pet May 28 Ord May 
Down, ee Carrextzs, Wednesfield, nr Wolverhamp- 


ton, Lock Manufacturer Wolverhas pton Pet May 28 
Ord May 28 

Dvuxscey, Tuomas, Scarborough, Auctioneer Scarborough 
Pe 30 Ord May 20 

Epwagps, 


‘ostru Eanryest. rut — Grocer Scar- 
Pet May 30 Ord 
Fussis, Jous, 5t M at Cliff, "cent, Carrier Canter- 
30 
End In, Kilburn High Court Pet 
& a 4 * hir, Glam, Collier P 
Byfhir, er Pont 
Ord May 29 : vee 


Hasztxcros 
Pet May 29 
Harsz, Agtrucve, Sand ar a, Insurance 


aath, 
Salisbury Pet May 20 
Hu, Rosser Hezseer, Peceel.'@ 
Dealer Southampton Pet May 29 Ord May 2 
Hvesr, Aztave Hexsey, Lambeth walk, Butcher ‘ie. 
Court Pet May 30 Ord May 20 
Joussox, Grozrce Wiitiam, Warrington, Baker Warring- 
ton Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Joxszs, Horsce Axcuisatp, oF ee rd, Clapham 
Soa. Sa Merchant andsworth Pet May 2% 
iy 
ee Doncaster, Tobacconist Sheffield Pet May 
Laver, Heser, "Weisbaden rd, Stoke me. Hosiery 
Factor High Court Pet May 10 Ord May 20 
Tuomas Ecort, Shrewsbury, er 
Pet May 00 Ord May 20 
Saucet Haxxs, Twyford, an f&ehoolmaster 
Banoury Pet May os Ord May 
Masetasp, Faascis Rocez, Lomgsight, Manchester 
Ma Manchester Pet ed 18 x May 2 
viru, Atrezp Bicnazp ‘orquay, Photographer 
Excter Pet May May 28 4 
Musee, Wittisn Ovex, Wavertree, oped, Cabinet 
Maker Pe May 16 Ord rd May 
Micuar. Grocer amet Pet 
Mat % Ord May 2 Beotolph } pe General 
as Witiiasx, in, P, 
Court Pet May 2% Ord May 23 


Dealez High 
Purrsox, StosEy —~_ By ta walk, Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law Pet May 4 


ist Leicester Pet May 
May 50 Provision Dealer 





Pwcwert, Esiza, Leicester, Toba 

a Ord ‘tay 2 

hornet, Jauzs, Edgeler, Sto 

; Pet May 90 7 Cha r "s 
sterer i 

Court Pet May 1 Ord May 13 oo 

Rerp aes, See, Clie Mee Bostun Pet May 


13 Ons 
May 29 Post Talbot, Glam, Grocer 
~ 1 May # 
arnock, Lancs, Caretaker 


May 
Greit, Watrenr Hever J snes, Copthall 


4 Agent High Court ma Pee tans Ord 
Srrrrie, 6, Worcester, Cab Proprietor West 
Bromwich Pet tay 2 Ork 3 vont Say 
tk Poster Leicester 
2 0 4 May 
Kow snv, Wena, Lal Wekeficld 
Ord May 2 
amount Caavux, Leeds, General 





Tayor, Gomes, eas, Suffolk, Baker Ipswich Pet 
May 30 

Wasen, b By - jun, Mo teood, Kent Rochester Pet April 23 
Ord May 28 


y 

Wittrams, ARrruve, Low Soranet, Coal Merchant 
Swansea Pet May 29 Ord Ma: May 29 

Wicuran, Grorce Taomas, Mars ampton, Builder Dud- 
ley Pet April 23 Ord Ma 


Amended ann s Stree for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 15: 


Firrecp, Witu1am James, and Davin Hecror Morrran, 
ey Hill, nr M r, India Rubber Manufac- 
turers’ Ashton under Lyne Pet March 22 Ord May 10 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 25: 


Owen, Exiza Frasces High Court Pet May 1 Ord May 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apams, Wituram, West Haddon, Northampton, Carrier 

is June 9 Jo 12 ‘on Ree, a ore Northampton 
DERsON, JoHN Epwis, Hale 
June i3at3 14, Bedford row 

Baxks, ‘Hasees Coarss, ——. Tobacconist June 
Wats Off 8, rd, Middlesbrough 

Sedere Bexsauin Wit1am, Lower Pg ~ mr In, 
Plumber June 12at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

Bopy, yg Witty, p ener June 13 at 12 

] 1, 

Buicatex, Epwis, Heigham, Norwich, Butcher June 11 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Baixpiey, Jouy, port, Fruiterer June 12 at 11.30 
Off Castile chmbre, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

y, Joiner June 12 at ll Off 

, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 

Crarxsoy, E11zasetTH Saran, New Radnor, Radnor June 
11 at 1.30 4, Corn sq, ie 

ae SAMUEL BAPHAE d Barwetr Rapuaet Coney, 


Brows, CHARLES, Gt 
Ree, 


k parade, West ton Juneldatil Bank- 
ru , Carey st 
Orca OnX, yee on Tees, Plasterer June 27 at 3 


Albert rd, Middlesbro’ 
Casmmin Joux, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland, Butcher 
June id at 11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, in 


a, Tuomas Jon, oeses, € Glam,Sawyer June 12 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st. , Cardiff 

DEARDEN, Sous Hesry, Golborne, ‘Lanes, Innkeeper June 
18 at 3 19, st, Bolton 

Dopp, CuaRies Hewry, Gt _Maplestend, Bictoak, Essex, 
Builder Jane 18at2 Cups Hotel, 

Dowses, ALrgep Epwakp, oe pal ad Bhip’s 
Steward Junel2at3 14, Bedford ro 

Dyer, > Northampton, Deentecer June 11 at 12 
Off Bridge st, Northampton 

Evans, Gaoke E, Stapieford, Notts, Cab Driver June 9 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 47, Full st st, Derby 

GuTHaiz, Secaue Lowestoft ’ Monumental Mason June 11 
at 12.45 Off Rec, 8, King Norwich 

Haitw en Wiuas Tomas, 
June 13 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste 

Hazpwicke, J H, ddlestone, Surrey June 11 > 11.30 


132, York rd, Westminster ’Bridge 

Hoime, Gronce, and Fraep Geax, Burbage. nr Buxton, 

eepers June 12 at 12.39 off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 

6, Vernon st, port 

How s11, Lucy " Eaton, ee, Baker June 9 at 12.30 
Off Ree, 8, st, Norwich 

Hvucues, Bicnarp Bowes, Cefn Cribbwr, Glam, Grocer 
June 12at10 117, 8t st, Caidiff 


wilder June 13 at 12 WM, 


Jacksos, Ee al Wellington, Salop, a June 13 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrew: 

Janes, ee, acres H, Bedford. , 4 15 at 11.15 
Bankru Carey st 

ee 5 i fee ag ILLIAM, veerinaton, Baker June 13 

Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

savteaiel Wits, Gt ‘Ayton, Yorks, Plumber June 20 
at3 ic, 8, Albert rd, Midd lesbrough 

Locxuast, Ge Joux, East Finchley, Farmer June 12 

cles Cae Rese, Dotateahe 3 

AYTUM, ~h. CHARD, uay, Pho’ une 

14 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir 

Long Melf Soa bona Licensed 

Victualler Jane 16 at 2.15 Hotel, Colchester 


Cu 
Owes, Rovert Hesrzy, Menai Bridge, A Anglesey, General 
Draper June 11 at 12 Crypt brs, Eastgate row, 


Hvxras.e, I) Harrow, 
ord ro 


Neate, Faysy Emma, 


Chester 

Pacer, Geonae, ere la Leicester, Farmer June 9 at 
11 Off Ree, 4, Full st, Der' 

ee James Lite, Uplands, “a, Grocer June 13 


atl Off Kec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
feamien ~~ Feepeni. K, ; Scowe upon Hull, Gardener 
June 9atil Off Ree, Trinity House In, Bult 
Bam, Geoncs Avousrus, Blackheath, Kent, Frame Maker 
June 12 at 11.80 132, York 14, Westminster Bridge 
Rivixc, Freosnicx, Heath Charnock, Lancs, U. 
June 18 at 3 30 19, mag > ee Bolton 
Rivisy, Janes, Grasmere Westmorland, Carter June 
nen il. sae te Bos, 16, cone in ald 
1nsON RANK, ¢ Incorporated Accountant 
June 15 at 3 Off Ree, Castle brs, 6, Vernon #t, 


Stockport 

Bayweit, Gronos, Ashford, Kent, Baker June 14 at 9 
Off 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Guoenocns, an Axxiz, Heaton Che Lancs, Boot 
Paster June 12 at 12 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, 


ernon st, Stockport 
Swe, Warren Hexny meg Copthall ae: 
— ane 13 at 11 ptey bid 
Braxves, douse, eS oe en Harrieteham, Kent, edhe 
ing st, Maidstone 
eee ty Enannetr, Hythe, Kent, Watchmaker 


June 14 at 9.29 Off Rec, 68a Castle wt, © 
Srevuonv, Jonn Burien, Leicester, Bill Poster June il at 





PA May Ori May » 


12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Lalcuser 


Sritt, Arsert Epwarp, Wakefield, Labourer June ug 
2.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Sroxes, bor’, ‘ames, Abbotsbury, Dorset, eet 
June 12 at 2 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine 
Salisbury 
Surroy, Sraycey Watrer, Wotton St Mary + Wig 
tion Officer June 9 at 11 Off Bee, 


Tomas, Tuomas, Aberdare, Glam, Solicitor’s Clerk June 
llat12 135, "High st, Merthyr Tydél 

Wanp, Josrrn, Higher Hillgate, Stockport, Builder Jup 
12'at 11 Off Rec, Castle chambrs, 6, Vernon st, Stock. 


port 
Wuirett, Wiriiam Henry, Stockton on _ Remonl 
Contractor June 20 at 3 Off Ree, 8, Albert 9, 
Middlesbrough 
Wison, Tom, Caversham, Auctioneer’s Clerk June 14 a 1g 
Queen’s Hotel, Reading 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ayprrson, Tuomas, King's L ™ » Mentally, Fish Merchant 
King’s Lyon Pet t May 80 r 

Arp.etoy, THomas how deg Bush _ Coens st High 
Court Pet April 30 Ord May 30 

Barnes, Georce A, Brighton, Motor Maker Greenyi 
Pet’ April 11. Ord May 29 — 

—— ERBERT GOVER, gy st, Merchant High 

B iy ae? Rosny, de h, Butch orwich 

Bs —— eigham, Norwic utcher Ni 

Pet May 28 rd May 28 

Baoox, on, Janey Maret, (= Miller Lewes Pet May 

PM Fs Davin, Gt Grimsby, Grocer Gt Grimsby Py 
May 22 rd May 30 

Counen, SAMUEL mm el and Barnetr Rapuagt Couns, 
Oakley cres High Court Pet April26 Ord May 30 

Coorer, Joum, Stockton on Tees, Plasterer Stockton on 
Tees Pet May28 Ord May 28 

Dearpex, Joun Henry, —— Lanes, Tonkeeper 
Bolton Pet May 28 Ord May 

Down, Tomas CasrentEr, Wolnesfcld, nr Wolver. 
eo Lock : - cco ‘Wolverhampton Pet 

ay 28 

Duxsury, Tuomas, Bridlington, Glass Dealer Scarborough 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Epwarps, Josera Earnest, Filey, Yorks, Grocer Scar 
borough Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

E:pixow, Isaac, Victoria Park rd, Diamoni Merchant 


Court Pet May 4 Ord May 30 
— Abert, Darnell, Sheffield, Grocer Sheftiell Pet 
Canterbury 


y 
fom, Joun, 8t ny ed at Cliff, Carrier 
sale —? a stiri Gl li 
BRIN¢ rte OBERT, r, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
Pet Ma: rd May " 
Hi, me a a ieceale Southampton, Boot 
Dealer Southampton Pet May 20 Ord May 29 
Hurst, Arntuve Henry, Lambeth walk, Butcher High 
Court Pet May 30 ‘Ord May 30 
James, ABRAHAM JOHN aeeme, Newtown, Mont 
Manufacturer Newtown Pet May 5 Ord May 30 
Jouyson, GeorcGe WILLIAM, sreemngine, Baker ‘arring- 


Pet May 28 Ord 4 i~ 
Jones, —- arp Parkes, Six Ways, Aston, Birmingham, 
am Pet May 23 Ord May 28 


Bi 
JoNEs, Honace AnrcHipaLp, Abbeville rd, Clap hom Com- 





mon ine Merchant Wandsworth Pet May 28 Ord 
-_ 5 D iter, Tob ist Sheffield Pet May 
Ord May 30 


tain, Tuomas Scort, Abbey Foregate, Shrewsbury, Baker 
Shrewsbury Pet et May 30 Ord ping 
Looxer, Samvet Hanks, Twyford, Bucks, Schoolmaster 
Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
Magsvayp, Francis ER, Longeight, Manchester Man- 
chester Pet May18 Ord May 
mae bink 28° Ond Ma \CHARD, Seen, Photographer Exeter 
Pet 
MeE.Lor, ee. Milton, ee, Yeavtahio Salesman Han- 
Pet May 14 Ord May 
Morton, Micuagt, . Southport, _ Liverpool Pet May 
Ord May 28 


Newxan, Tuomas WiLt1AM, Botolph lo, Bostchene, General 
Dealer Hi Pet May 28 God Meg 
Tob Pa 
4 Provision Dealer 
Port Talbot, Glam, Grocer 
et May 30 
Ripvixe, Frepeaicx, Heath eek Lanes, Caretaker 
Bolton Pet May 28 Ord 28 
Santa, Arties ou Penarth, Ee Photographer 
Cardiff 29 Ord May 
Simrson, Ron, eld, Chevist Bhettield Pet May 
10 O1d May 30 
saa Reading, Grocer Reading Pct March 31 Ord 
26 
Syetu, Wavres Henny Jamas, Copthall gdns. Twicken- 


ham, ay - aaa Agent High Court Pct May # 
Ord May 2 





Picker, 
May ° 


Paorugt, James, Edgeley, 
Stockport Pet ig + Ord 


Rezs, ge Joun 
Neath s Ord Ord itey 80 


Syow, trey 'Rowsaxp, Harrogate, Jeweller York. et 
pril26 Ord May 30 
Srirrie, Sam, Oldbu y, a Wond@uter, Cab Proprietor West 
Bromwich Pet May 29 Ord Mey 29 
Srepsuonp, Jouw Borusr, caer tr, Bil Poser Leices‘er 
Pet April?8 Crd May 2 
Srevex, Pency Arseny _ Heway Sreven, and 


Witsiau Srever, Hockley, > ee 


set May id Ord eT 
Orin, BARES Evwaao, Wakefield, Labourer akefield 
Ord May 28 
swear Joux, and Bamouxe Caaven, Leeds, General 
Printers Leeds Pet May 30 Ord May 
Tayion, , ®-. Bactse*, uffulk, Baker OT pawich Pe 


May 0 Ord May 30 
Tuake, Guonae Wietian Seven Sisters rd, Boot Dewler 
Edmonton 


Pet May 11 Ord May 26 


Gustave 
ewellers 





a. June 9, 190i 
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ine 14 at 19 
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st High 
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ant High 
Norwich 
Pet May 
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May 30 
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Innkeeper 
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pton Pet 
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atypridd 
m, Boot 
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n Com- 
23 On 


Pet May 
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—=—— 
auenony © Water. Downley, West Wycombe; Bucks, 

as Aylesbury Pet April 26 Ord May 26 

Wau an ease Broneart rd, —, Builder 

LLIAM ~. plana Cink Coal Mer-hant 

, ga p 8 ney a a r°han’ 

vee Pi et May 29 Ord May 29 

ADJUDICATION ANNU LLED. 


Warrakes, Heuser, East Ardsley, nr Wakefield, 
Waggonette Proprietor Wakefield Adjud Jan 25, 
19% Annul May 28 

London Gazette.—Tvrspay, June 5, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bacsuaw, AGNES, a, Lancs, Draper Preston Pet 
May 31 Ord May 3 
Browse, Fraxk ? D, Littichampton Brighton Pet May 
Ord June 
Bet ay James AgcuipaLp, Delce, Rochester, Grocer 
Rochester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 
Cussaiez, Josers, — Carriage Proprietor Crewe 
Pet May 21 Ord June 1 
Croox, 7 ion = in Makerfield, Collier Wigan Pet 
31 ay 3 
par 4 ALBERT, Gtacechurch st, Merchant High Court 
Pet Jan 12 Ord Jone1 
Hevsox, Josera, Headingley, Leeds Leeds Pet May 30 
4d May 30 


ieee, Haney, Scarborough, rey Store Dealer Scar- 
borough Pet May 23 Ord Junel 

Host, Gzorce, Castle Eden, Durham, Draper Sunderland 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 

Hostee, Poouas Hupsoy, Rabin Carew, Plumber Sunder- 
land Pet May 3) Ord May 20 

Lewis, CaaRLes ALPHEUS, a re, Grocer Wol- 
yerhampton Pet May 3t Ord May 3 

Ricaarps, Davip Dawikt, 8 ae 
Pet Jone1 Ord June l 

Seety,Jons RicHarD Pratt, Craster rd, - cre Solicitor 
High 


tant Swansea 





Court Pet May 1 Ord May 3 

Sauiaker, HervertT Jonn Tayior, ai Tuomas Henry 
seataxee, 0 Carleton, nr — Grocaas Wake- 
field Pet May 31 Ord May 3 

Surrn & Sox, R, Stockwell rd, yons nts High Court Pet 
May7 Ord "May $1 

Srvart, Marion, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet May 30 
Ou y 30 

— Dix, King’s Lynn, om, Merchant King's 
Lynn Pet May 31 Ord May 

Summers, Josrru, mr ae -_, utfitter Tredegar Pet 
May 30 Ord May 

Tavior, Georce Srewey, Shefiiel, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
May17 Ord May 31 

TuvaLow, Sevvennet, Gosport, ae, Carpenter Ports- 
mouth Pet May $1 Od May 30 

Wat, Antaur James, Frome — Water Manufacturer 
Frome Ord May 31 Ord May 3 

Wiuiams, ~ CHARLES, Be afelen, nr Pontypridd, 
Licensed Victualler Pontypridd Pet May 23 Ord 


June 1 
Witttamsoy & Bons, King st, West Smithfield, Provision 
Meichants High Court Pet Ap.il19 Ord May 31 
Yeatuay, Jonn Pym, Greenhill rd. Harlesden, Barrister at 
Law High Court Pet Mayil Ord May 31 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Axprasoy, Tuomas, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Fish Merchant 
Jane 13 at 1230 O an 8, King st, Norwich 
Brook, James, Maresfield, Sussex, Farmer June 13 at 11 
Dawson & Hart, Nolicitors, Town hall chmbrs, 
Uckfield 
Buakinsuaw, Janez Haypase, Hanley, Bookseller June 
Wati2 ‘Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 
CaxeprgaD, Davin, Gt Grimsby, Grcar June 13 at 12 
Off Ree, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Caapwick, Joun, Church Gresley, Derby, Baker June 15 
at3 Midland Hote 1, Station st, Burton on Trent 
Cuatkuix, James ARCHIBALD, Delce, Rochester, Grocer 
Tune 18 at 12 115, High st, Rochester 
Doxsury, Tuomas, peiales m, Yorks, Auctioneer June 
15 at 4 74, New Scarbor oug h 
Epwakps, Josera ae Filey, Yorn, Grocer Jane 15 
at 4.45 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
“ue 4, Manet, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Lodging house 
ey June 15 at 2.39 Midland Bank chmbrs, , High 
st, Southampton 
Evans, Gorepens, Litherland. Lancs, Fruit Merchant 
June 13 at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Fisms, Joux, St Margaret’s at Cliff, Kent, —" June 
l4at9.15 Off Rec, 68, apts st, Canterbur 
Gurrivas, D L, West End lo, Kilburn Jane 18 at 12 
Bankruptcy t bldgs, Carey n” 
Haguxoron, Roperr vias. Yayshir,Glam, Collier June 
Wat12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Hexsox, Joszeu Headingley, Leeds Jnne 14 at 11.30 Off 
Reo, 22, Park row, Lee is 
Hut, hoveer Henrsert, Portswood, Southampton, Boot 
-y LD 15at 445 Midland’ Bank chmbrs, High 
amptcn 
Honus, Joun ILLIAM, Putney, Draper June 15 at 11.30 
» York rd, Westminster Bridge 
vast, Anraur "Henry, Carlton grove, Peckham, Butcher 
L June 15 at 12 Bankruptey bldgs, Car-y st 
Awrox, Josep Witraip Sy.vanos, Dacres, Greenfield, 
Yorks, Mil Manager June 22 ati1 Off Rec, Greaves 
am 
Lavay, Henry, Weisbaden rd, Stoke Newington, Hosiery 
L June 15 at230 Bankru splay bldgs, Carey st 
OH Boas Soort, Shrewsbury, Baker June 16 at 11.30 
M Ree, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
ARSHALL, WiLL TAM, Aston, Warwick, Grocer June 15 at 
Ma uskin-chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
RSLAND, Frasycis Roaer, Longsight, Manchester June 
wed 3:80 Uff Reo, Byrum st, Maach 
ry te Witiram, Poole, Dorset, Baker June 15 
Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 


Beweay, Tuomas Wituiam, Botolph In, Eastcheap, 


Dealer June 13 at 2.30 Bankruptcy blige, 





Pautx, Hesry, Keotott, @ sad June 14ati2 Off Rec 
K st, Newcastle, Staff 

Pars, Levi Isaac. Northam. Southuopten, Carman 
June 15 at 4 Midland Bank chmbrs, High it, South- 


ampton 

Putrsox, Sipysey Lovett, King’s Bench walk, Temple, 
— at Law June 18 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey 


Rerce, as pag ge oem, Plasterer June 14 at 
1 Bankru gg tm 

Svaaezrt, Dix. Kin ye orfolk, Merchant Jun:214 
at 10.30 Comt ouse, King’s Lynn 

Summers. Joszen, Rhymney, Mon, Outfitter June 14 at 12 
135. High st, Myrthyr Tydfil 

Swarsston, Joux, and Saucer Craves. Leds, Cot 
Printers June ldatil Off Rec, 22, Park row, L 

Tuvrtow, Freperice, Gosport, Hants, Carpenter June 13 
at3 Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Topp, Joux, Birmingham, Brass Caster June 14 at 11 
Ruskin chambrs, 191, ration st, Birmingham 

Wacox, Siras, jun, Strcod, Kent, Clerk June 18 at 11.30 
115, a st, Rochester 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETFY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
SSTABCIGUED WO. CAPIEAL, SOOO 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS thereon. 


Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
Cc. H. SA } Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY Loan (Est. 1858). 








Offices : 63, St. Martin’ oa peroonal seurty & 43, on wall, E.C. 

tite pases he aaa "INCLUDING INTEREST. } 
ie wos ya 
£10 One ear, Weekly 4 4 Monthly £019 3 
£20 rs mS 8 6 » £117 6 
£30 » £012 8 — aa? 
£50 - . -?2e -. a 2 
£100 4 , £22 4 7 


Agents.) 


THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


TION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 


For 1 ae and further information apply 
to the Szcrrtary, 1, Old jeants’-inn, W.C. 

LAW CLERKS’ CERTIFICATE.—Attention is called 
to the New Scheme for Instruction, Examination, a1 
tification of Unarticled Law Clerks. Prosp»ctus, giving full 

to on 








R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to PREPARE for the SOLICITO CITORS’ FINAL and 
IATE EXAMINATIONS; ip by result. 
Particulars on a; tion, personally or by letter, at 93, 








OLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES candi- 
Intermediate, and 


dates for oS > a Final 
Examinations correspondence. — par- 
Chancery-lane, 


Uockses couty "Wecess BR.’ Beoss? on 








Cc the 
BSisinen, with premises in the coats 
oe aa Publishing Tr: ~=t -T,- 
—— —Apply to Tavaecoop & 





—All kinds of Law, Commercial. and other a 
supplied. Mostly 1 Areer yg State wants. 
a= wares BOOKS BOUGHT wk wei. 
Charteg Cross-road, Wo. 1 


AW. — GREAT pAvInG. — 





s. 2. 
Abstracts Copied a ww @ 8 sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts =m ew 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand .. .. 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted « ow 8 opr eae, 
oe 02 ‘olio.< 
PAPER.Foolscap, 14.” per sheet; Draft, $i. ditto 


Parchment, 1s. 6d. ta 3a. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


REEHOLD.—Valuable City Property, to 
poy Spee cont firat-class position: let to well-known 
lease at £450 per —_ Price 

£9, 000. —J. 1eH0Lsox & Sos, 105, Cheapsid:, 


Baws ¢ OFFICE, 21, Penton- \ 
London, W.C.—RENTS COLLECTED RE- 
COVERED ; AUCTION SALES conducted. Solicitors’ 
and Railway ; References. 











OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 
on Freeholds and Long 
Assurance Scheme is attractive, 
periodical extinction of the ican § 
ute Saee , Maxaces, Star Assurance Society, 32, 
oorgate-street. 


EMAINDER of Lease of Land 2} years; 
rental is £170; Advertiser will —* £135.— Write 
B 592, at Shelley's, G@racechurch-street, K 


RAYMOND HOUSE, 32 and 34, Theo- 
ecu — Gatien of OFFICES to LET, ‘from £30; 

slso Ground Floor ANNEX € 

Gao. Tacmvorh: Assume on the 








of seven roms.—Apply, 
premises. 





_ 


To Solicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, E.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1872. 


Subscribed Capital - 


£198,000. 


Is limited by its Memorandum of Association — 


(1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. 


(2) To performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 


All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Executorships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same 


Moderate Charges. 


Absolute Security. 


No Financial or Speculative Business undertaken. 
SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM &! ts. A YEAR. 


For further p*rtioulars apply to — 


A. EB. ORAM, Director-Manager. 





ACCIl DENTS of all kinds, 


SICKNESS, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


BURGLARY AND FIDELITY CUARANTEE RISKS 
INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CoO.., 


Capital (fully subseribed) #1,000,000, 


64, CORNHILL, LONDON, 


Claims paid £5,000,000. 
A. VIAN, Sveretary 
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Tel, 327 Mayfair. 


EVANS @& CO. 


Est. mearly .. 
Quarter Century. 
“TRUTH ” says : —“ Our latest dis- 
covery in Tailoring is Evans, 77, Great 
Portland-street, W., who can actually 
fit.’’ 


“ FIELD” says :—“ It is with some 
pny of confidence that we ~~ recom- 
the Breeches made by Evans & 

Co. -» 77, Great Portland-street. W.”’ 


We keep a choice and yaried stock of 


with first-class workmanship. 
77. Great Portland St., 
LONDON, W. 
(Adjoining Queen’s Hall). 


Coat from .. £2 5 | Lounge Suits pom £3 3 
Suits ,, .. 210| Evening DressSuit ,, 5 5 


PLEASURE CRUISES 








materials for Town and Country wear | 
at prices strictly moderate comrzatible | 








|BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms - - - - - 1} to 3} Quineas. 
} mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to “Superintendent,” Hillside, Bun'iogford. 





INEBRIETY. 


SALE DAYS eo THE YEAR 1906. 


AREBROTHER, ELLIS, EGERTON, 
BREACH, GALSWORTHY, & CO. 
beg to announce that the undermentioned dates have been 


| fixed for their re a of FREEHOLD, Copyhold, = 


| &ec., at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEIOESTER. | 


PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, A. A,, 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY. Assoc, 
Study = Pee ~om g Thirty years’ Experience. evellont 

References. For terms and particulars 
ap iy Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
LEGRAPHIC Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 





TO NORWAY pacryrmP_e House. 


BY THE 


ORIENT COMPANY’S 8.8. “OPHIR,” 


6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. 


16th & Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN 
30th June. BALHOLMEN, MUNDAL, LOEN, 
Pt ~~4 MEROK, NAES, and ODDE. 
lth and 1 DAYS’ delightful Cruise for 
2th Aug. 13 GUINEAS and upwards. 


On the first Cruise in June the steamer will also visit | 
Trendhjem at the time of the Coronation of 
King Haakon VII. 





Ma 
F. GREEN & CO.; ANDE ON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices : FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON, 


For ia ae, apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
E.C. ; = to the West End Branch Office, 28. 
Gedupenatnes SW. 





SATLINGS COMMENCED SATURDAY, Yxp JUNE. 





NOTE ALTERATION IN TIMES. 
Week days, 9 a.m. from Old Swan Pier, instead of 9.20. 





DAILY SEA TRIPS 
NEY PAtacz QTEAMERS. 


For Fares and 3% particulars apply to 
T. E. Barlow, Director and Manager, 
50, King William-street, EC. 





Telephone : 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouspep 1s Tuz Reicx or Witt1am & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION §& UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


83 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY AUTHORITY 





under the above Acts 
Every requisite . supplied on the 


The BUOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Suane Cestisicates, De: vans, &e., 
printed. Ovriciat insta designed and cel. _ 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Kngravers, Registration Agente, ria 
@, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeant’ Inn), 


Manual and other Lcturns Stamped and Filed, 





} 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Yor Terms, &c., apply to 
F. 8. D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &., 
Medical Superi 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Ruananswonrs. 





PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


| PHOENIX FIRE OFFICE, 


| 
’ 











ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 37, Charing Cross, London. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


-AALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS, LiMiTED, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pariiamentary Bits, Mixures or Evipence, Booxs or 
Rereresce, STATEMENTS OF Ciaim, ANSWERS, &c., 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


| 
Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER. 








And all 





NORWICH STREBT, FETTER LANE, LONDON, £.C. 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 
BEEF, 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of lavalid Preparations free on 
application to 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 
An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour, 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 














old ESTAT Reversions, Shares, Life I 
Other appointments for intermediate Siles can als be 


Tuesday, June 12 
Thursday, June 21 
Thursday, June 23 
Thursday, July 5 
Thursday, July 12 
Tuesday, July 17 
Thursday, July 26 
Thursday, August 2 
A List of forthcoming Sales by Auction is published in 
| the advertisement columns of “The Times ” and “ Mora. 
Post ’”’ every Saturday. 
essrs. Farebrother, Ellis, & Co. also issue on the ist of 
ery Month a SCHEDU ULE OF PROPERTIES TO _ 
LEE OR SOLD, comprising landed and residential estates, 
farms, freehold ‘and leasehold houses, town and country 
building land, City offices and warehouses, ground-reats, 
- investments generally, which will be forwarded free 
of charge. A Lg ow ape pane register of applica? 
wants is kept, and details of requirements are 
invited from those seeking properties, &c., to whom 
particulars of suitable places are sent from time to time, 
SSolisstions shoul st i ame to their Offices, No. 29, Fleet. 
street, Temple-bar, E. 


ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS 

Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 

6, IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 

(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—* 5964 Bank,” “ 130 Streathar.” 
Telegrams — Oldest, London.” 


ULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
Established 1807. 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
OF 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY, 


WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 
Telegraphic Address—“ Futter, Horsey, Lonvox. 
Telephon No. 746 Avenus. 


N ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 

street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended. 


Thursday, September 97 
Thursday, October 1! 
Thursday, October 25 
Thursday, November 8 
Thureday, November 22 
Thursday, December § 
Thursday, December 183 




















IMPERIAL ROYAL E 
A UStBr an EXHIBITION, 
EARL’S COURT. 
Under the Patronage 
H.R.H. THE PRINCE OF WALES. 
AN EXGIBITION OF ARTS, INDUSTRIES AND 
MA cots d ACTURES, 
Under the auspices of 
THE a GOVERNMENT. 
11 am. to 11 p.m. Admission 1s. 
SEASON TICKETS, 10s. 61. 

E MASTERPIECES of LEADING ARTISTS. 
CHARMING PICTURES. EXQUISITE STATUTARY. 
HANDICRAFTS of the VIENNESE GUILD3. 
FASHION 3—FURNITORE—BRONZES —CHINA— 
GL48S—ART PRINTING. VIENNA AT WORK, 
BAK ERY—DAIRY—SAUSAGE FACTORY. 

A TRIP THROUGH LOVELY AUSTRIA. 
GRAND MILITARY AND PROMENADE CONCERTS. 
Band of the 2ist Lancers. 

Mestrozzi’s Austrian Band of 37 Players. 


IVY ROL VILLAGE io the EMPRESS HALL 
Life in the Mountains — Real Waterfall —Ice Grotto- 
Tyroler Songs and Dances—Vienna Beauties Quartette. 
Great Romantic Reproduction. 

SUMMER THEATRE -VIENNA BY NIGHT. 
Under the direction of Herr Gabor Steiner. 
GREAT PANORAMA OF THE BATTLE OF ISEL, 
THE SALT MINE 
An extraordinary reproduction of a famous Austrian mine 
Shoo; the miner’s chutes. Ferry the Brine Lake. 

THE VIENNA PRATER. ; 
The Wurstel Man, Otto's Wonder Cats. Bicycle Circus. 
Btere ‘rama. poastate Targets. Helter Skelter. Pagoda 
an Eastern Enigms. Cavern of the Sirens. Salzkammergut 
Boats on Lake. onic Hiram Maxim's Flying — 
Austrian Restaurant Café and Lager Beer Hall 


ADAME TUSSAUDS EXHIBITION. 
Cool and well ventilated. U pto-tate Add tizns. 
gt PORTRAIT MODELS of 
T.M. T KING and QUEEN OF SPAIN. 
REALISTIC TABLEAU, REALISTIC TABLEAU 
THE BURNING THE BURNING 
OF ROME, OF ROME. 
Mr. BEERBOHM TREE in the character of NERO. 
Delightful Music. Afternoon Teas. 
Admission Is, ; children under 12, 6d, Open 9 till 10. 
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